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About the Global Coalition to Protect Education from Attack
The Global Coalition to Protect Education from Attack (GCPEA) was established in 2010
by organisations from the fields of education in emergencies and conflict-affected
fragile states, higher education, protection, international human rights, and
international humanitarian law who were concerned about ongoing attacks on
educational institutions, their students, and staff in countries affected by conflict and
insecurity.  The mission of GCPEA is to catalyse enhanced prevention of attacks on
education, effective response to attacks, improved knowledge and understanding,
better monitoring and reporting, stronger international norms and standards, and
increased accountability. 

GCPEA is governed by a steering committee made up of the following international
organizations: Council for Assisting Refugee Academics (CARA), Education Above All
(EAA), Education International (EI), Human Rights Watch (HRW), Save the Children
International (SCI), UNESCO, UNHCR, and UNICEF. The Institute of International
Education (IIE) currently serves as GCPEA’s fiscal and administrative agent.

Secretariat
350 5th Avenue, 34th Floor
New York, New York 10118-3299
Phone: 1.212.377.9446
Email: GCPEA@protectingeducation.org
Website: www.protectingeducation.org

This report was commissioned by the Global Coalition to Protect Education from Attack.
It does not necessarily reflect the views of each individual member organization of the
Steering Committee of GCPEA.

Front cover photo: In southern Thailand, schoolchildren inspect the rubble at Ban Payo
Elementary School, Pattani, which was set alight in January 2010. A seven-year old student
explained the problems for his studies after the fire: “We had to study outside. I didn’t like
studying outside…it’s hot and noisy. I couldn’t concentrate.” 
© Bede Sheppard/Human Rights Watch

Back cover photo: In Pakistan in July 2009, a government high school was partially destroyed
in Qambar Village in the Swat Valley during months of intense fighting.
© UNICEF/NYHQ2009-1111/Marta Ramoneda
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INTRODUCTION
In some conflict-affected countries, education itself can become a target of attack for a variety of ideological,
political, religious, ethnic, and economic reasons in the context of the larger conflict. Attacks on students,
education personnel, and education institutions put the lives of civilians, including children, at risk and may
violate international humanitarian and human rights law, including undermining the right to education. In
response, government ministries of education, civil society organizations, UN agencies, and local, national,
and international non-governmental organizations (NGOs) have developed a range of programmatic measures
to protect education from attack during situations of armed conflict and insecurity. These measures aim to
protect civilian lives, limit damage to school buildings, limit disruption to education services, prevent future
attacks of this nature, and protect the right to education for all.

This study attempts to create a knowledge base of programmatic measures to protect education from attack.
Attacks on education are defined here as attacks on students, educators and other education personnel at
education institutions, including abductions, recruitment into armed groups, forced labor, sexual violence,
targeted killings, threats and harassment. Destruction, looting and occupation of education facilities, and
damage and destruction of learning materials and administrative records are also included. In addition,
attacks on students and educators outside of education facilities when targeted specifically because of their
status, and attacks on pro-education activists including teacher unions or any teaching group because of their
activism are also part of this definition.1 The information in the study was compiled through an extensive
document review, as well as from presentations by and personal communication with field practitioners,
program managers, government officials, and others involved in the education, human rights, and child
protection sectors.

The study begins with a discussion of different types of programmatic measures to protect education from
attack, and presents a few brief country-specific examples. The programmatic measures range from local initia-
tives for protecting education to governmental or systemic interventions and reforms intended to prevent
conflict. It is important to note that no one programmatic measure is meant as a panacea, but should be part of
a comprehensive approach to protecting education. 

The country-specific examples that follow illustrate how that particular type of programmatic measure is being
implemented in the field and provide practitioners with a range of current programmatic measures to use as a
reference for future program planning. The inclusion of certain programs is not meant to be evaluative, and
what may be good practice in one situation is not necessarily the case in another. Therefore a discussion of
considerations for program implementation follows the examples and practitioners must assess their own
context carefully when making decisions about programming. One thing the study does show is that there are
gaps in the evidence about what makes programs effective and a need for more evaluation and research to
assess the effectiveness of interventions in order to increase our knowledge base and promote evidence-
based programmatic responses. 

Finally, the study ends with an Annex of twenty country profiles that provide the reader with more information
on the context of the attacks on education in that particular country and more details on the programmatic
measures being implemented there.
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