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Beyond contributing to a more transparent field, we seek more 
detailed and timely data so that we can move the conversation 
forward—to get beyond simply who and what is funded, and 
start looking at what it all means. For example, what issues 
and regions are underfunded and why?  

Peace and security funders are often the gatekeepers to 
determining which issues and communities are prioritized. 
With this power comes great responsibility to engage in the 
work in a way that centers the needs and priorities of grantees, 
partners, and the communities they serve. More detailed and 
timely data would enable us to uncover inequities in peace 
and security grantmaking—who is getting funded, who isn’t, 
and why—so that we might be able to begin to rectify them. 

The Index currently maps the field of peace and security 
funding; but with more detailed and timely data, it has the 
potential to transform this field. We encourage foundations  
to submit the previous years’ grants data by June 30 of  
each year through Candid’s (formerly Foundation Center and 
Guidestar) eReporting program. For more information and 
instructions on becoming an eReporter, see page 11 of  
this report. We look forward to working with the peace and 
security funding community to increase the timeliness of data 
submissions and contribute to more responsive, effective, 
and equitable grantmaking.  

— Rachel LaForgia and Genevieve Boutilier,  
Peace and Security Funders Group

Each year, we collect data from thousands of grants 
awarded by hundreds of peace and security funders. We 
do this for two primary reasons: to illuminate the field of 
peace and security grantmaking, and to provide a nuanced 
understanding of the issues and strategies peace and 
security funders support. In 2016—the latest year complete 
data is available—326 foundations awarded 2,605 grants, 
totaling $328 million in support of a more peaceful world.1

We seek to continuously improve the quality and, thus, the 
utility of the data in the Peace and Security Funding Index. We 
believe that more detailed and timely data opens the door for 
greater transparency in the field and, by extension, facilitates 
more responsive, effective grantmaking. 

We use grants data to tell the story of who gets funded and 
where the money is going. Unfortunately, the story we are 
able to tell is constrained by the timeliness of the data. We 
are limited to telling a story that is already three years old 
due to the delay in foundations submitting their data. This 
year, we are calling on foundations to submit their list of  
2018 grants by the end of June 2019. 

Beyond allowing for a more current analysis of the funding 
landscape, timely data allows foundations to easily identify 
potential allies and partners, and review their grantmaking 
and partnerships within the context of a changing field, not 
just as individual grantmakers. How much more impactful 
could this field be if we had a more expansive, detailed, and 
real-time view of who and what is funded?   

Timely data also gives grantseekers greater insight into 
where foundations’ current priorities lie. This helps grantees 
more easily identify foundations with similar interests, 
allowing them to narrow their target list and, therefore, 
spend less time fundraising and more time doing the 
important work that foundations support them to do. Greater 
transparency of the funding landscape can pave the way 
for more open, honest, and equitable relationships between 
funders and their grantees. 

Introduction
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How Much Foundation Funding Supports Peace and Security?

The following analysis is based on grantmaking by a set of
the largest U.S. foundations whose grants data is publicly
available. It also includes foundations based in the United 
States and other countries that provide grants data directly 
to Candid. See Methodology on page 10 for details.

Foundations support peace and security issues at 
varying funding levels. While the top 10 funders of peace 
and security accounted for 61 percent of all funding 
in the Index, 38 percent of funders awarded just one 
grant meeting peace and security criteria. This finding 
illustrates the approach to the research, which considers 
the relevance of each grant to peace and security 
regardless of whether the funder supports a dedicated 
program in this area. Further highlighting the diversity in 
funding levels, grant size ranged from less than $100 on 
the low end to the single largest grant of $15 million. The 
median grant amount for peace and security was $40,000. 
As in 2015, Carnegie Corporation of New York led the 
field of peace and security donors with $48.5 million in 
relevant grantmaking across 101 grants in 2016.  

33%
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34%
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11%
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18%
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TOTAL FOUNDATION GIVING FOR PEACE AND SECURITY BY RANGE, 2016
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Source: Candid, 2019. Due to rounding, totals do not equal 100 percent. K=Thousand. M=Million.

PEACE AND SECURITY IN PERSPECTIVE

For 2016, this research identified $328 million of funding 
in support of peace and security—a decline of  
$23 million compared with grantmaking totals from 2015. 
This decrease in overall reported funding reflects the fact 
that Nationale Postcode Loterij and Cordaid, two of the 
largest grantmakers who shared grants data with us in 
2015, did not do so in 2016.   

Funding for peace and security remains small relative 
to foundation funding overall. Peace and security 
grantmaking represented just 0.7 percent of the  
$32 billion given by foundations in Candid’s 2016 FC 1000 
data set.2 In comparison, funding for human rights, which 
overlaps with peace and security, constitutes 2.7 percent 
of this overall set. 
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SPOTLIGHT

Civil Society Exchange in Nigeria 

The Nexus Fund’s Civil Society Exchange Program offers locally-led organizations the 
opportunity to share knowledge and skills related to violence prevention through individually 
crafted, in-person exchanges. In 2016, the Nexus Fund supported a six-week civil society 
exchange between Fantsuam Foundation, a locally-led organization that crafts innovative 
livelihood and development programs to foster peace and prevent violence, and the Interfaith 
Mediation Centre (IMC), an organization that aims to prevent religious conflict. During the 
six-week exchange, IMC was introduced to Fantsuam Foundation’s “livelihood-driven conflict 
resolution” strategy, which includes a grazing reserve that encourages contentious communities  
to share resources, agricultural cooperatives, village-based loan schemes, and more.  

In 2016, Nexus provided $5,042 to support the civil society exchange highlighted above which facilitated the exchange of knowledge  
and skills related to utilizing development interventions in order to promote peaceful coexistence and prevent violence.

1 Carnegie Corporation of New York United States $48.5 M

2 National Endowment for Democracy United States $38.2 M

3 Foundation to Promote Open Society* United States $26.2 M

4 John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation United States $24.2 M

5 Skoll Foundation United States $17.4 M

6 Howard G. Buffett Foundation United States $13.3 M

7 Ford Foundation United States $13. M

8 Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation United States $11.9 M

9 William and Flora Hewlett Foundation United States $9.5 M

10 Oak Foundation Switzerland $7.5 M

11 The Susan Thompson Buffett Foundation United States $7. M

12 Robbins Family Foundation United States $6. M

13 Silicon Valley Community Foundation United States $5.9 M

14 Bloomberg Philanthropies United States $5. M

15 Rockefeller Brothers Fund United States $3.7 M

TOP PEACE AND SECURITY FUNDERS, 2016

Source: Candid, 2019. *Starting in 2014, the Open Society Foundations’ grants data is reported by and attributed to the individual legal entities,  
such as Foundation to Promote Open Society, that constitute the Foundations.



What Do Peace and Security Grants Support?

This research centers around a framework of three overarching categories of funding that support activities to prevent 
future conflict, resolve existing conflict, and support stability and peace.2 The three categories are broken down into  
24 issue areas that more precisely describe funding for peace and security.
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  RESOLVING CONFLICT AND BUILDING PEACE
Grantmaking captured in this category represents 22 percent of funding for peace and security, including grants for peace negotiations, 
transitional justice, and peacebuilding.

  PREVENTING AND MITIGATING CONFLICT
Accounting for 31 percent of peace and security funding, this category includes grantmaking to prevent the escalation and outbreak 
of conflict and mass atrocities, as well as grants made to mitigate active conflict. Additionally, grants in this category look at the tools 
used in conflict (e.g., cyber weapons, drones) and at efforts to mitigate or stop the various manifestations of violence (e.g., terrorism, 
gender-based violence).   

  SUPPORTING STABLE, RESILIENT SOCIETIES
Representing the largest share of funding (66 percent), this category includes grants that contribute to building strong, stable, and 
peaceful societies. Grants in this space cover a wide range of issues, such as national security and foreign policy, climate security, and 
gender equality. Also included in this category are grants that lack sufficient detail to be categorized elsewhere.

CONFLICT AND ATROCITIES PREVENTION

Nexus Fund

$1,000
to Neighbours Peace Initiative 

For an exchange focused on three broad areas of  
civil society's critical roles in media, youth, and  

women in Mass Atrocity Prevention (MAP); 
understanding the effect of media as a useful tool in 

MAP; and appreciation of diverse learning  
experience about MAP from stakeholders.

CYBERSECURITY

John D. and Catherine T.  
MacArthur Foundation

$455,000
to Royal Institute of International Affairs– 

Chatham House
To support a project titled, "Cyber Security and  

Nuclear Security".

PEACEBUILDING

Arca Foundation

$35,000
to Peace Development Fund

To support Women Cross DMZ, which expands 
relationships among women leaders and 

organizations in North and South Korea and globally;  
and promotes women's leadership in peace-building 

processes on the Korean peninsula and region.

CONFLICT RESOLUTION

GHR Foundation

$812,000
to Mercy Corps

For a three-year comparative analysis of three  
approaches to peacebuilding that seeks to develop new 
learning around religious leaders' role in reducing violent 
extremism through training, capacity building, mediation, 

and community projects in three Nigerian states.

GENDER EQUALITY

Ukranian Women's Fund

$2,314
to Ternopil Regional Association of Women

To build a coalition to promote implementation of the 
1325 National Action Plan in Ternopil Oblast; conduct 
a workshop for public servants responsible for gender 

issues; hold a series of events to raise public awareness; 
and to monitor the effectiveness of the implementation.

CLIMATE SECURITY

Compton Foundation

$25,000 
to PF Pictures/International 
Documentary Association

"The Age of Consequences" investigates the impacts  
of climate change on increased resource scarcity, 

migration, and conflict through the lens of U.S.  
national security and global stability. 

ACCOUNTABILITY AND TRANSPARENCY

Foundation to Promote Open Society

$100,000
to Center For Victims of Torture

To support a project promoting truth, reform, and 
accountability in U.S. counter-terrorism activities.

GENERAL–PREVENTING AND MITIGATING CONFLICT

Ford Foundation

$150,000
to Lebanon Dawlaty

To develop and promote an oral history archive to 
document the experiences of marginalized groups  

in the Syrian conflict, with a particular focus on youth.

TRANSITIONAL JUSTICE

Fondo Lunaria Mujer

$3,128 
to Brotes De Paz

To create spaces for a group of daughters of war 
to contribute to the construction of peace through 
exercises of memory and expression of collective 

and individual voices.
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FOUNDATION GIVING FOR PEACE AND SECURITY BY ISSUE FOCUS, 2016

Source: Candid 2019. Grants may be counted in more than one category; major category totals may not equal the sum associated sub-categories.

ISSUE AMOUNT NO. GRANTS    

PREVENTING AND MITIGATING CONFLICT $100.5 M 636

Conflict and Atrocities Prevention $13.4 M 137

Countering Violent Extremism and Counter-Terrorism $15.5 M 107

Cybersecurity $9.2 M 41

Gender-based Violence $5.5 M 68

Militarism $0.9 M 7

Nuclear Issues $36.4 M 168

Weapons $7.4 M 40

General–Preventing and Mitigating Conflict $12.1 M 68

RESOLVING CONFLICT AND BUILDING PEACE $71.1 M 791

Conflict Resolution $6.7 M 93

Demobilization, Disarmament, and Reintegration $2.0 M 25

Migration $15.5 M 160

Peace Negotiations $2.3 M 38

Peacebuilding $11.6 M 125

Transitional Justice $16.4 M 152

General–Resolving Conflict and Building Peace $16.5 M 198

SUPPORTING STABLE, RESILIENT SOCIETIES $216.2 M 1,781

Accountability and Transparency $17.3 M 118

Climate Security and Natural Resource Management $9.9 M 64

Democracy-building $26.7 M 305

Gender Equality $28.2 M 350

International Development $26.0 M 75

International and Regional Institutions $3.7 M 26

National Security, Foreign Policy, and Diplomacy $23.4 M 150

Rule of Law and Institution-building $2.3 M 33

General–Supporting Stable, Resilient Societies $78.8 M 660

TOTAL GRANTS $328.2 M 2,605
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Policy and advocacy funding continues to grow and is 
the leading strategy among peace and security funders. 
In 2016, foundations directed 38 percent of their peace 
and security giving for policy and advocacy, a proportion 
that has grown steadily since 2012 when this strategy 
accounted for 16 percent of total funding. Within funding 
for policy, only 17 percent is focused at a global level, 
compared with 29 percent of overall peace and security 
funding. This suggests that funders are targeting their 
efforts to effect policy change at the state, national, or 
regional levels rather than focusing on global  
governance structures. 

General support funding experienced a dip in 2016.  
Peace and security funders provided 14 percent of 
funding in the form of general support, slightly lower 
than the 16 percent of general support provided by U.S. 
foundations overall. Over the five years of data collected 
for the Peace and Security Index, the proportion of general 
support funding has ranged from 14–20 percent. 

What Strategies Do Peace and Security Funders Use?

FOUNDATION GIVING FOR PEACE AND SECURITY BY STRATEGY, 2016

SPOTLIGHT

Urgent Action Fund:  
Changing Politics for  
Peace in Sri Lanka  

In 2016, Rural Women’s  
Front (RWF), an organization  
that brings the voices of rural  
women and plantation workers  
into peace negotiations and  
democratic processes in Sri Lanka, sought a rapid 
advocacy grant from Urgent Action Fund to take 
advantage of an opportunity to meet with and present 
recommendations to Sri Lanka’s Constitutional Reform 
Committee. RWF swiftly organized forums across 
central and southern Sri Lanka, to ensure that women of 
different faiths and backgrounds were included in their 
recommendations to the Committee.    

In 2016, Urgent Action Fund made a grant of $4,850 to the Rural 
Women’s Front to support a series of direct actions in response to  
the window of opportunity to involve civil society—especially 
women—to contribute to the constitutional amendment process. 

Policy, Advocacy, and Systems Reform

Public Education

Research and Evaluation

Capacity-building and Technical Assistance

Network-building and Collaboration

Media, Publishing, and Productions

Leadership and Professional Development

Source: Candid, 2019.  Each approach, including general support, is calculated as a percentage of total funding for peace and security. Grants may be counted in more than one 
applicable category.

                                                   38%
                        18%
                    16% 
           9% 
           8%
        6%
 1%

14%
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In 2016, the largest share of grantmaking (29 percent) 
focused on global activities. As in 2015, Sub-Saharan 
Africa and North America followed with 23 percent and  
16 percent, respectively. These figures represent a  
grant's intended region of benefit, regardless of the 
recipient location. 

For most regions, less than half of funding for peace and 
security is awarded to organizations based there. While 
the vast majority of peace and security funding focused 
on North America and Western Europe is awarded to 
recipient organizations in those very regions (98 and  
70 percent, respectively), this is not the case elsewhere. 
Only 25 percent of peace and security funding for Asia and 
the Pacific is given directly to organizations based in those 
regions, while figures for the Middle East and North Africa 
(27 percent) and Sub-Saharan Africa (39 percent) are not 
much higher. In-region funding for Latin America hovers 
just under 50 percent. These findings are consistent with 
other research indicating that funding in support of local 
organizations is critical for effective peacebuilding, but 
represents a small proportion of grantmaking.4

FOUNDATION FUNDING FOR PEACE AND SECURITY BY REGION SERVED, 2016

Source: Candid, 2019. This map illustrates the proportion of funding intended to benefit a particular region, regardless of funder or recipient location. Grants may be  
counted in more than one applicable category. Based on the regional classification system used here, the United States and Canada constitute North America, while  
Mexico and the countries of the Caribbean, Central America, and South America make up Latin America.

10%9%

29%

11%
16%

23%

13%

Global

Women’s Security is  
National Security 

Dr. Valerie Hudson is a  
pioneer of research on the  
link between women’s  
security and national security.  
Her position at Texas A&M  
University’s George H.W. Bush School  
gives her the unique ability to educate policymakers 
across the political spectrum on the relevance of gender 
to national security. With support from the Compton 
Foundation, Dr. Hudson advised on implementation of the 
new Women, Peace, and Security Act, published research 
tying violent extremist recruitment to rising bride prices, 
and finished a forthcoming book linking women’s status 
within households to their country’s peacefulness, health 
and environmental outcomes, and more.

In 2016, the Compton Foundation made a two-year general support 
grant of $100,000 to advance research, education, and advocacy 
linking women’s security and national security.

SPOTLIGHT 

Asia and  
the Pacific

Eastern Europe, 
Central Asia,  
and Russia

Latin
America

Middle 
East and 
North Africa

North
America

Sub-Saharan
Africa

Western
Europe

Where Do Peace and Security Grants Go?

4%



   
SPOTLIGHT

Chino Cienega Foundation: Mine Risk Education and Visitors’ Center 

More than 40 years after the end of the U.S. war in Vietnam, thousands of tons of unexploded 
ordnance (UXO)—weapons that did not explode when they were deployed and still pose a risk 
of detonating—remain in the most heavily bombed Vietnamese province of Quang Tri. Here, 
post-war casualties include 3,500 deaths, one-third of them children. Vietnamese-organized 
Project RENEW’s goal is to make Quang Tri safe, using UXO disposal teams, a community reporting 
network, and mine risk education. Chino Cienega Foundation funded the creation of Project RENEW’s 
Mine Risk Education and Visitors’ Center, and has provided support for the development of educational exhibits 
and programs designed to illustrate the dangers posed by UXOs. Since the Center’s creation, 18,000 people have 
visited and 14,761 children have received UXO safety lessons. Chino Cienega Foundation has also supported 
several additional Project RENEW programs for education, reconciliation, and the amelioration of war legacies, and, 
in 2018, made a grant to refresh and upgrade the Center. 

In 2016, Chino Cienega Foundation made a $20,000 grant to support Project RENEW education programs and trainings for prosthetics and 
orthotics technicians.
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Approximately 70 percent of peace and security 
grantmaking includes some type of population focus. 
Funding for children and youth, and women and girls each 
accounted for 14 percent of funding, while grantmaking 
for migrants and refugees represented 8 percent of the 
set—an increase from 5 percent in 2015. 

Who Is the Focus of Peace and Security Grants?

Methodology 
This analysis reflects grantmaking by 326 foundations 
worldwide that made at least one grant in 2016 
consistent with the project’s definition of “peace and 
security” funding.3 The data set includes grantmaking by 
institutional funders, including private foundations, public 
charities, and community foundations.

Candid and the Peace and Security Funders Group (PSFG), 
along with an advisory group of peace and security 
grantmakers, developed strategies to identify grantmaking 
consistent with the goals of peace and security, and 
map this giving to a funding framework that would be 
meaningful to the field.

PSFG also identified a set of countries considered to be 
conflict-affected in 2015, which were used to identify 
additional peace and security-related grantmaking.  

Grants made by one foundation in the Index to another 
funder are included in top funder list totals, but are not 
included in other analyses in order to avoid double-
counting. For example, a grant from Rockefeller Brothers 
Fund (RBF) made to Ploughshares Fund and regranted 
to support its Iran work is considered when calculating 
both RBF's and Ploughshares' respective ranks as peace 
and security funders, but is not counted twice toward 
the “Nuclear Issues” category on page 7. Finally, the full 
value of each grant has been applied toward the totals for 
all issue, region, strategy, and population focus areas for 
which that particular grant was relevant. For example, if a 
grant is coded as supporting work in both North America 
and Europe, the total amount of the grant is applied to 
each region.
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Endnotes 
1. Much of the grants information collected for the  

Peace and Security Index is sourced from IRS tax forms or 
relies on direct reporting by foundations. As a result, there 
tends to be a several-year lag from the time a grant is made 
to when the data is made available to Candid. Grants are then 
loaded to Candid databases, cleaned, and indexed before 
researchers can develop a comprehensive annual dataset of 
peace and security funding.

2. The FC 1000 data set includes all grants of $10,000 or more 
awarded by 1,000 of the largest U.S. foundations. Of the 
326 funders included in the analysis of peace and security 
grantmaking presented in this report, 189 were also included 
in the FC 1000 set for 2016.     

3. Peace and security work is defined as a wide range of efforts 
to prevent, mitigate, or resolve conflict and build peaceful, 
stable societies after a conflict. For the purposes of this 

SHARE YOUR GRANTS DATA WITH THE PEACE AND SECURITY FUNDING INDEX
 

Candid’s eReporting program allows foundations to quickly and easily share their  
grants data for the benefit of the field. The program is part of our larger efforts to  
ensure that foundations and grantseekers have the information they need to make  
informed decisions and maximize impact.

To become an eReporter:

1. Visit foundationcenter.org/ereporting to access the template and share your recent grants or  
email egrants@candid.org to receive detailed instructions.

2. Review the data to make sure there is no sensitive information before submitting.

3. Email your report to egrants@candid.org.

4. Submit data on a quarterly or annual basis. Please provide your 2018 grants by June 30, 2019.

Grante

project, PSFG’s definition of conflict includes recurrent 
violence involving multiple perpetrators and victims that 
takes place in locations where there is a partial or complete 
breakdown in the state’s monopoly on violence or perpetrated 
by the state itself against a civilian population.

4. In 2017, PSFG and Peace Direct undertook research to 
understand the extent to which PSFG members fund 
local organizations; identify best practices; and articulate 
limitations and challenges to funding local organizations. 
While the definition of ‘local’ is fluid, that research limited 
its use of the term to refer only to organizations owned and 
led by local staff. The finding in this report takes a more 
expansive approach and shows that for most regions, the 
majority of dollars are awarded to organizations located not 
even in the same region, let alone the same country.  
To access the research produced by PSFG and Peace  
Direct: tinyurl.com/y653c83c.

http://foundationcenter.org/gain-knowledge/foundation-data/share-your-grants-data
mailto:egrants%40candid.org?subject=
mailto:egrants%40candid.org?subject=
http://tinyurl.com/y653c83c


1725 DeSales St. NW, Suite 700  •  Washington, DC 20036
(202) 351-6821  •  peaceandsecurity.org

@PSFundersGroup

32 Old Slip  •  New York, NY 10005 
 (800) 424-9836  •  candid.org

@CandidDotOrg

To download this report and to access more detailed information about  
foundation funding for peace and security, visit peaceandsecurityindex.org. 
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