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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
ISSUE: Genocide and mass atrocities can be prevented if the international community is 

prepared to take timely, effective and coordinated action to stop them. Preparation 
requires prior planning and planning requires a process.  At the present time there is no 
established process to guide and coordinate the efforts of governmental agencies, 
NGOs, peacekeeping organizations and concerned citizens when mass atrocities 
threaten. Theory and processes that have long served military planners can supply this 
lack, but they must be substantially modified in order to meet the needs of this target 
audience and this specific mission. The proposed book, the Mass Atrocity Prevention 
(MAP) Planning Guide, is an adaptation of proven military planning processes that can 
be used in non-military settings to analyze information gathered from early warning 
systems and generate practical policy options in response.  This book focuses on using 
the full spectrum of governmental functions to identify “interruption points” early in the 
known progression of genocide, long before military intervention becomes the only 
option. 
 

PROJECT: Working in consultation with representatives of each of the targeted users 

(non-defense agencies of government, NGOs, academia and international 
peacekeeping organizations), Mr. Pryce will use his extensive background in military 
planning and interagency coordination to develop and describe a logical planning 
process that is meaningful and relevant in the broader, non-military environment. Each 
step in the MAP Planning Guide, from gathering facts to making final policy selections, 
corresponds to an essential step in the military planning process. Historical case studies 
and a current scenario will illustrate the practical application of the process, both as a 
method of capturing lessons learned from past failures to act and as a proactive tool to 
prevent similar failures in future.  Coordinating the development of the product with the 
individuals and organizations that will ultimately be using it ensures that it does not 
become merely another academic exercise.  On the contrary, the MAP Planning Guide 
is intended to have immediate and practical use in these settings.  
 
In addition to individual consultations, a single one-day conference is planned mid-
project to introduce the MAP planning process to academics and policymakers for 
critical review and to develop specific parameters for the case studies and scenario. In 
the final quarter of the project the Mass Atrocity Prevention Planning Guide will be 
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formally presented to international peacekeeping centers that have expressed an 
interest in such a planning process.  
 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS: Much attention is currently being given to the need for 

improved “whole of government” communication and coordination in shaping both 
domestic and international policy. The MAP Planning Guide is both a template and a 
test case for this planning, as it deliberately integrates the spectrum of government 
functions (diplomatic, information, military, economic, financial, infrastructure and legal) 
and brings it to focus on a specific mission, the prevention of genocide. This has 
implications both domestically, within a government, and internationally, in the building 
of broad-based coalitions. A widely known and used planning process also fosters 
cooperation with and between organizations outside of government, and one based on 
accepted military processes facilitates military/civilian communication and coordination. 
In all these instances planning is the key to coordinated effort; it doesn’t just happen. 
 
In addition to governments, the MAP Planning Guide can be used by academics, 
peacekeeping centers and NGOs to make their research and recommendations more 
relevant to policymakers with the capacity to prevent a mass atrocity. Current academic 
work on developing early warning systems in countries at risk is useful only if the 
information is effectively analyzed and then communicated to those who can act on it. 
Peacekeeping centers may prove to be the ideal venue for situational analysis and 
diplomatic efforts that apply pressure to would-be perpetrators while generating feasible 
preventive policy recommendations for potential interveners. NGOs also have much to 
offer in terms of institutional, ground-level knowledge of countries at risk that currently 
goes begging for lack of a process to formalize its documentation, analysis and 
dissemination. Finally, the Mass Atrocity Prevention Planning Guide is designed to be 
used in classroom settings to teach practical applications of planning theory, inform 
policy discussions, and provide an additional layer of analysis to historical research. 
 
A planned sequel to the MAP Planning Guide is an additional edited volume which will 
further expand the networking process used in developing these concepts. In this 
subsequent project, the original collaborators will be joined by others in similarly diverse 
settings to describe the implementation of mass atrocity prevention planning from their 
varied perspectives. Topics will include: developing a global network for enabling this 
planning; engaging business and grassroots communities in the process; the role of 
religious and faith communities in leading this effort; promoting mass atrocity prevention 
planning in Africa, by Africans, etc. This volume is intended to provide a forum for the 
experience and the unique voices of those who will be putting the concepts of mass 
atrocity prevention planning into practice in the real world, and to further strengthen the 
global network of individuals and organizations committed to preventing genocide. 
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PROPOSAL 

ISSUE: Lack of institutional capacity, on a national or international scale, to respond in a 
timely, effective and coordinated fashion to impending genocides and mass atrocities 
(these terms will be used interchangeably throughout). This lack can be broken down 
into two related needs: 

1. The need for a formal process or mechanism that can be used to analyze 
incoming information and generate timely, effective policy recommendations.        

2. The need for improved communication and coordination between the various 
organizations and agencies involved in genocide prevention, from civilians and NGOs in 
countries at risk, to academics developing early warning systems, to international 
peacekeeping organizations, to governments and coalitions willing to bring the full 
spectrum of governmental functions to bear in preventive diplomacy. 
 
BACKGROUND: Two major reports recently published in the US and Canada have 
highlighted these needs. The Genocide Prevention Task Force, chaired by Madeleine 
Albright and William Cohen, pointed this out in 2008: “The absence of an overarching 
policy framework or a standing interagency process has further inhibited action and 
contributed to a sense of futility among some policymakers.”  The report of the Will to 
Intervene (W2I) Project from Concordia University in Montreal echoed this finding in 
2009: “During the course of our research, numerous experts expressed concern that 
there are no established governmental processes or mechanisms in Ottawa or 
Washington designed for preventing and responding to mass atrocities.” Both reports 
repeatedly call for the involvement of a broad spectrum of governmental and non-
governmental agencies and organizations in this issue, and stress the importance of 
improving communication and coordination of their efforts. Canadian Senator and 
former UN Commander in Rwanda, Roméo Dallaire, has also called for “new 
instruments and new lexicons” in order to “operationalize” the UN’s responsibility to 
protect mandate. 
 
Francis Deng, Special Advisor on the Prevention of Genocide to the Secretary-General 
of the UN, wrote in 2009: “[Genocides] rarely emanate from the real or perceived 
differences among… groups, but from the political and economic inequities associated 
with those differences.” These events, although often perceived by the public as 
spontaneous and unpredictable expressions of ethnic hatred, should instead be viewed 
as elements of a larger, rational strategy aimed at economic control or political power. 
The Eight Stages of Genocide theory developed by Dr. Greg Stanton at George Mason 
University describes the typical progression of mass atrocities and provides a 
reasonably predictive framework for tracking the descent of a society toward genocide. 
The earlier within this known progression the underlying strategy of the potential 
perpetrators can be identified, and the tactics that support it disrupted, the more likely 
the destructive cycle can be interrupted long before military intervention becomes the 
only alternative. Successful prevention depends on early warning, effective analysis of 
critical relationships in the emerging situation, and development of specifically-targeted 
preventive strategies (which may include diplomatic, informational, economic, financial, 
legal or other components) to affect those relationships and break the process where it 
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is most vulnerable. In other words, by focusing preventive efforts upstream in the 
progression of genocide, it may be possible to divert or interrupt the stream while it 
remains a trickle, rather than relying on military intervention to stem what has become a 
flood. 
 
The purpose of the Mass Atrocity Prevention (MAP) Planning Guide is to address the 
need for an inclusive, multi-disciplinary planning process focused on early prevention. 
The foundation for this book lies in the work Michael Pryce did with the Mass Atrocity 
Response Operations Project, which is an ongoing collaboration of the Carr Center for 
Human Rights Policy at Harvard’s Kennedy School of Government and the US Army’s 
Peacekeeping and Stability Operations Institute. As director of that project for its first 
two years, Mr. Pryce led a group of experienced military planners in developing a 
framework designed to guide planning for a military intervention in a mass atrocity.  As 
important as this work is, however, a military capacity specifically organized and 
equipped to intervene in a mass atrocity remains many years, if not decades, from 
realization. The very complexity of this undertaking lends urgency to arguments for 
developing effective preventive measures capitalizing on other areas of expertise, both 
within and outside of government.  Thus the need to introduce this planning into US and 
international militaries is very much concurrent with the need to expand its audience to 
include non-defense agencies of government, NGOs, academia and international 
peacekeeping organizations. The MAP Planning Guide translates and adapts the 
planning process for this non-military audience. The two halves of the modified process, 
situational analysis and policy development, answer the following questions, 
respectively: What is happening and what can be done about it? How and by whom can 
it be done?  
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PROJECT 
PERSONNEL: Michael Pryce, principal investigator, author and planning expert.  Mr. Pryce 
is president of COA NonProfit (coa-nonprofit.org), a non-profit organization dedicated to 
taking practical steps toward preventing mass atrocities. He was formerly Professor of 
Conflict Resolution at the US Army’s Peacekeeping and Stability Operations Institute 
and Project Director of the Mass Atrocity Response Operations Project.   
 
METHODS/ANALYTICAL APPROACH: A networking model will be used to develop and review 
the MAP Planning Guide in consultation with representatives from each of the target 
user groups. The following individuals will serve as consultants, as specified below and 
in the activity timeline. Additional experts will be consulted as the need is identified. 

1. Dr. Greg Stanton, Institute for Conflict Analysis and Resolution, George Mason 
University.  

2. Dr. Pauline Baker, President, Fund for Peace.  
3. Mr. Michael Abramowitz, Director of the Committee on Conscience, US 

Holocaust Memorial Museum (co-sponsor of the Genocide Prevention Task 
Force).  

4. Dr. Frank Chalk and Mr. Kyle Matthews, Montreal Institute for Genocide and 
Human Rights Studies, Concordia University, Canada.  

5. Dr. Sarah Meharg, Senior Researcher, Pearson Peacekeeping Centre, Canada.  
6. Mr. Lawrence Woocher, Senior Program Officer, US Institute for Peace (also a 

co-sponsor of the Genocide Prevention Task Force).   
7. Ms. Nomfundo Walasa, CEO of the Desmond Tutu Peace Centre, South Africa.  
8. Dr. Jendayi Frazer, Distinguished Public Service Professor, Carnegie-Mellon 

University, Pittsburgh.  
9. Ambassador István Lakatos, Budapest Centre for the International Prevention of 

Genocide and Mass Atrocities, Hungary.  
10. Dr. Volker Franke, Associate Professor of Conflict Management, Kennesaw State 

University. 
11. Dr. Don Hubert, Associate Professor, University of Ottawa, Canada. 
12. Mr. Don Braum, Office of the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Stability, US 

Department of State. 
 

 Initial research and consultation will focus on coordinating the planning process 
with early warning systems and the predictive framework of the Eight Stages of 
Genocide. The MAP Planning Guide is being written contemporaneously with a new 
book by Dr. Greg Stanton regarding these concepts, with the intention that both books 
complement each other and may be used together in training programs. Current work 
on early warning systems includes that being done by the Institute for Conflict Analysis 
and Resolution (ICAR), which taps into world-wide diasporas for their immediate and in-
depth knowledge of social conditions in their home countries, and the work being 
developed by the Fund for Peace, which connects networks of local residents within a 
country at risk with international NGOs via cell phones.  

 A second focus of ongoing collaboration is a concept for “whole of government” 
planning being developed for the consideration of the Canadian government by the 
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Montreal Institute for Genocide and Human Rights Studies (MIGS), as a follow-on to 
their W2I Report. This collaboration between COA NonProfit and MIGS is scheduled to 
begin with a series of presentations to Parliamentarians, academics, and members of 
the Canadian military in February, 2010. Similarly, coordination with the Holocaust 
Memorial Museum will focus on developing practical follow-up strategies that address 
the recommendations of the Genocide Prevention Task Force. 

 A one-day conference is proposed at the beginning of the second quarter of the 
project in order to submit the MAP Planning Guide to peer review and to begin 
developing specific parameters for the case study and scenario portions of the book. 
This conference may be held at ICAR facilities in northern Virginia and sponsored in 
part by the US Institute for Peace. The historical case studies will be used to illustrate 
and test the situational analysis and the scenario to demonstrate use of the entire 
process in preparing for future mass atrocity responses.  

 In the fourth quarter of the project it is proposed that the Mass Atrocity Prevention 
Planning Guide be formally presented to select international audiences with the greatest 
potential to make use of it.  

  
ACTIVITIES AND TIMELINE: 

Quarter 
First – Development 

& Coordination 

Second – Case 
Study & Scenario 

Development 

Third –  Product 
Review 

Fourth -  Final 
User Review 

When 1 March – 31 May 1 June – 31 August 
1 September – 30 

November 

1 December – 
28 February 

2011 

Who 

Pryce, consulting w/ 
Stanton, Baker, 
Chalk/Matthews, 

Abramowitz 

Pryce, w/ Stanton, 
Frazer, Abramowitz, 

Meharg, Franke, 
Chalk/Matthews, 
Woocher, Hubert, 

Braum 

Pryce, w/ Stanton, 
Frazer, 

Abramowitz, 
Meharg, Franke, 
Chalk/Matthews, 
Woocher, Hubert, 

Braum 

Pryce, at 
Budapest 

Centre, Tutu 
Centre, Pearson 

Centre 

What 

First draft: 
Introduction and 

Parts 1 & 2 of MAP 
Planning Guide 

First draft: Parts 3 & 
4 of MAP Planning 

Guide 

MAP Planning 
Guide incorporating 

edits and peer 
review 

Final version of 
MAP Planning 
Guide readied 
for publication 

Why 

Adapt planning 
framework for non-
military audience; 
incorporate early 
warning system 

research & “whole of 
government” 

concepts 

Introduce & submit 
planning process to 

critical review; 
develop specifics of 

case studies & 
scenario 

Assess 
effectiveness of 
case studies & 

scenario in 
illustrating planning 

process; review 
changes in process 

recommended at  
conference 

Assess 
effectiveness of 

planning 
process in “real 
world” setting 

and initiate 
follow-on 

networking 
phase 

How 

Individual 
consultations; 
concentrated 

research and writing 

One-day 
conference and 

subsequent 
collaborative 

research/writing 

Full manuscript 
submitted to 
conference 

participants for 
review 

Formal 
presentation of 
MAP Planning 

Guide to 
international 

peacekeeping 
centers 
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BOOK OUTLINE:   
Introduction: Dwight Eisenhower once said: “Plans are nothing, but planning is 
everything.” What is the role of planning in the prevention of genocide? If mass 
atrocities are not in fact random events, but are themselves planned, then it is logical 
that they can also be planned against. The Mass Atrocity Prevention Planning Guide is 
an application of military planning theory in a new context, for a different purpose. The 
development and structure of the book, and its intended use in NGOs, academia, 
peacekeeping organizations and government agencies will be discussed. Future 
implications of MAP planning within the broader spectrum of conflict resolution and 
prevention will also be considered, including whole of government coordination, 
international coalition-building, military/civilian and government/NGO cooperation.  
  

Part One: Situational Analysis 
 

1. Gathering Facts: The results of the entire analytical process are only as good as 
the raw material that feeds it. This chapter will address current early warning 
systems and how they function; establishing regional networks and clearing 
houses for information; capturing the institutional knowledge and experience of 
NGOs; identifying other sources of information specific to governmental 
specialty; and current weaknesses in information gathering/dissemination. The 
Eight Stages of Genocide theory can be used at this point to assess the status of 
the unfolding crisis and its likely progression against the known trajectory of 
genocides. 

2. Making Assumptions: Assumptions are educated guesswork about the current 
situation or future course of events which proceed from known facts and are 
assumed to be true in the absence of facts. They must be logical, realistic and 
essential to the planning effort. Assumptions are unavoidable in planning, but 
must be approached with caution and constantly monitored as more information 
becomes available and they are either invalidated and discarded or become facts 
themselves. Examples will illustrate this step in the process and errors to be 
avoided while making assumptions.  

3. Understanding the Context: To understand the unfolding crisis as thoroughly as 
possible, it is necessary to systematically examine it from many different 
perspectives. In this step, supporting or background information is ordered and 
analyzed under a series of topics, or critical variables. These variables may differ 
somewhat depending on the priorities of the organization performing the 
analysis, but should include the following: geography and physical environment; 
nature and stability of critical actors; culture; history of the conflict; sociological 
demographics; regional and global relationships; military capabilities; technology; 
information dissemination; external (multinational) organizations; national will; 
and economics. Each of these variables and its implications for planning will be 
discussed. 

4. Analyzing Relationships: Once a comprehensive understanding of the context 
has been established, it is time to consider the centers of gravity that are driving 
the conflict. This crucial step involves analyzing the individual relationships 
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between the various actors, including perpetrators, victims, interveners and 
“others” (international observers, media, neighboring countries, etc.) in order to 
identify the critical capabilities of each actor, the critical requirements necessary 
for those capabilities to be operational, and the critical vulnerabilities revealed by 
those requirements.  The discussion will also include the Interagency Conflict 
Analytical Framework, which follows a four-step process for diagnosing conflict: 
context; core grievances and sources of social/institutional resilience; drivers of 
conflict and mitigating factors; and windows of vulnerability and opportunity. 

5. Identifying Interruption Points: Interruption points are specific junctures at which 
the situation is most vulnerable to outside intervention. It is helpful to break these 
foci down into functional disciplines following the DIMEFIL acronym: diplomatic, 
information, military, economic, financial, infrastructure and legal or law 
enforcement. (Although military intervention is most often considered as a final 
resort once the mass atrocity is already in progress, there are potential situations 
in which a limited operation could be indicated as an effective pre-emptive 
measure.) The more specifically these interruption points are identified, the 
better.  They need to answer the following questions: What should be done? To 
whom should it be done? When, where and why?   

6. Establishing Boundaries: Results of the situational analysis are documented in a 
formal statement of intent which must include an explicit discussion of the 
justification for action under international law and the authority under which such 
action may be taken. It should specify necessary capabilities for the interveners, 
acceptable levels of risk, and suggested constraints (things the operation must 
do) and restraints (things the operation must not do). Although it is possible for a 
third party or middleman to lead the analysis thus far, from this point forward 
those with the resources and will to intervene must themselves complete the 
planning process as it progresses from the theoretical realm into the actual. The 
second half of the planning process traditionally answers the question: How to do 
it? In MAP planning it must also answer the question: Who will do it? 

 
 

Part Two: Policy Development 
 

1. Setting Priorities: Because the MAP Planning Guide places such emphasis on 
developing a multi-disciplinary approach to mass atrocity prevention, the 
guidance provided by the intervener’s leadership at this point will serve as an 
important nexus aligning the planning efforts of, at a minimum, several agencies 
of government, and potentially, if an international coalition is formed, of an even 
greater number of individual agencies and organizations. The intervener’s 
guidance will establish time and resource priorities, specify the desired end 
states for the operation, and determine roles, responsibility and authorities or 
mandates.  It must also identify any critical information requirements or 
knowledge gaps regarding the selected tasks which must be filled in order for 
planning to proceed. 
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2. Developing Options: Policy options, which correspond to courses of action 
(COAs) in the military planning process, must be capable of accomplishing the 
mission, feasible with the resources given, and, as the name suggests, provide 
leadership with distinct options for action. In the case of MAP planning, each 
functional element (DIMEFIL) that is relevant in the scenario under consideration 
will develop one or more courses of action related to the selected and prioritized 
tasks.  

3. Analyzing Options: These options are then compared side by side in terms of 
degree of risk involved, resources required, sustainability and political will.  A 
form of wargaming is essential to gauge the potential response of the 
perpetrators to each given intervention and to prepare for counter-action. 
Consequences and undesirable sequelae for the victims and “others” category 
must also be considered.  Some policy options may be modified or discarded at 
this point. 

4. Final Policy Selection: Intervener leadership will determine the operations and 
tactics which best support its overall strategy. It is possible that several options 
will be selected, to be employed simultaneously or sequentially. Agencies not 
charged with primary responsibility for carrying out the selected policies will 
assume a supporting role.  While the crisis exists situational analysis will proceed 
more or less continuously, yielding new insights as the situation develops. 

 
Part Three: Historical Case Studies 

 
1. Holocaust 
2. Cambodia 
3. Rwanda 
4. Kosovo 

 
Part Four: Scenario (probable: Darfur) 

 
DISSEMINATION: Arrangements are being made with Dr. Greg Stanton for publication 
through the Woodrow Wilson Center Press in conjunction with either Johns Hopkins, 
Stanford or Cambridge. 
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POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
The proposed Mass Atrocity Prevention Planning Guide is a definitive step toward 
fulfilling the recommendations for action identified by both the Genocide Prevention 
Task Force and the W2I Project. It is a mechanism which expressly connects 
information coming from early warning networks with policymakers, using an analytical 
framework to generate practical policy options and coordinate the efforts of the 
international community. This process is a fundamentally new application of planning 
theory that can supply both the “instrument” and the “lexicon” needed to develop an 
institutional capacity to prevent genocide. Like the paper clip, the planning process 
described in this book is such a deceptively simple use of readily available material that 
it begs the question: “Why aren’t we doing this already?”  
 
The MAP Planning Guide is particularly timely in light of the recent surge of interest in 
“across the spectrum” or whole of government coordination that has been generated, in 
this country and others, by experiences in Iraq and Afghanistan. Genocide prevention, 
as a morally unambiguous issue, may provide a perfect test case for this effort. In the 
European Union, though will and capacity to pursue a military intervention in a mass 
atrocity may be lacking, the opportunity to take a leading role in preventive measures 
which emphasize other areas of government expertise is likely to garner more support. 
The concept of a third party “peace broker” proposed by the future Budapest Centre for 
the International Prevention of Genocide and Mass Atrocities provides yet another 
venue for these planning concepts. Such a peacekeeping center could prove to be an 
ideal clearing house for early warning systems and a forum for situational analysis, 
yielding the information and insight needed to raise international awareness of the 
crisis, apply pressure to perpetrators, and/or negotiate a coalition of interveners willing 
and able to take the recommended preventive measures.  
 
Another major implication of this planning is the door it opens for much-needed 
coordination of effort between partners in mass atrocity prevention that have been 
uneasy bedfellows in the past: civilians and military, and, to a lesser extent, government 
and NGOs. The emphasis on networking that is so crucial to the development of this 
book will be expanded in the subsequent volume, in which these collaborators will voice 
their unique perspectives regarding the practical implementation of mass atrocity 
prevention planning and its influence in the wider sphere of conflict resolution. Finally, 
the implications of the MAP Planning Guide extend beyond the present into the past 
and future. As the historical case studies will illustrate, it can be used in academic 
settings to further understanding of past failures to act and to educate a new generation 
of diplomats, policymakers and activists. It can also be used to generate training 
scenarios and exercises to prepare timely and effective responses to future crises. It 
was just this wealth of benefits that led Eisenhower to deem planning “everything”. 
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ORGANIZATIONAL BACKGROUND 

 

www.COA-NonProfit.org

http://www.coa-nonprofit.org/
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CURRICULUM VITA 

Michael C. Pryce 
 

Mike Pryce is the founder and CEO of COA Consultants and COA NonProfit, both 
organizations dedicated to developing pragmatic planning tools to prevent or intervene 

in a mass atrocity. From 2007-2009, Mr. Pryce was the 
Professor of Conflict Resolution at the Peacekeeping and 
Stability Operations Institute (PKSOI) of the US Army War 
College, and Director of the Mass Atrocity Response 
Operations (MARO) Project, a partnership between PKSOI and 
the Carr Center for Human Rights Policy, Harvard’s Kennedy 
School of Government.  He used his expertise in military 
planning and conflict resolution to recruit and lead a group of 
fellow planning experts in developing the MARO Project’s 
documents.  He also coordinated the project’s initial evolution 
throughout the Department of Defense and the US 
Government.  He has formally presented the MARO Project to 
international military audiences as well as organizations such as 

the UN and the Pearson Peacekeeping Center in Ottawa, Canada. 
 
From 1999 until 2007, Mr. Pryce worked in Stuttgart, Germany at the US European 
Command Plans Division as the lead or deputy planner in stability and combat 
operations.  While there he helped develop plans and strategies for military cooperation 
with non-defense agencies of the US Government, as well as NATO and EU 
organizations, and was awarded the Defense Meritorious Service Medal.  He 
specialized in guiding small, diverse groups of executives and academics through 
analytical processes designed to clarify strategic and operational problems and develop 
feasible solutions.  He was selected to be the Lead Contingency Planner for the Joint 
Inter-Agency Coordination Group, Deputy Team Leader for the 2004 Olympics Planning 
Team and the Chief Logistics Planner for the Counter Terrorism Joint Planning Group in 
2001.  His tactical deployments include Kosovo (1999) and Bosnia (2000), where he 
worked in both US and NATO Headquarters.  He retired from the Marine Corps Reserve 
with the rank of Lieutenant Colonel. 
 
Mike Pryce received a B.A. from Western Washington University in 1984 and an M.A. 
(with Merit) in War Studies from Kings College London in 2009.  He is a graduate of 
Marine Corps Command and Staff Course and the US Army’s Engineer Officer’s 
Advanced Course, among other specialized military courses, and recently completed 
the US Army’s Senior Executive Education course at the University of North Carolina.   
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ADDITIONAL MATERIAL – PUBLICATIONS BY MICHAEL C. PRYCE 
 

Mass Atrocities Response Operations: An Annotated Planning 

Framework, published in the African Security Review, December 2009 
 
 

http://www.issafrica.org/dynamic/administration/file_manager/file_links/18N4PRYS.PDF?link_i

d=3&slink_id=9203&link_type=12&slink_type=13&tmpl_id=3 
 

 
Improving S/CRS Planning Framework from the Geographic 

Commander’s Perspective, published in the Cornwallis Group XI 

Compilation: Analysis for Civil-Military Transitions by the Pearson 

Peacekeeping Centre, 2006 

 

http://www.thecornwallisgroup.org/pdf/CXI_2006_14_Pryce.pdf 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mr. Pryce is the principle author of the Mass Atrocities Response Operations Project’s Annotated 

Planning Framework and its accompanying scenarios (available under 

MARO documents at COA-NonProfit.org). 
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