
clifficult practice to implemnent. For instance, the Bosn-La xntervention included nine agencies arnd
departments of the United States govermnent, a dozen other govemnments, seven international
organizations, and 13 major NOOs - from the Red Cross to the International Crisis Group to the
Amnrcan Bar Association.)8 While co-ordination between NGOs and international/national
military forces is an ongoing difficulty, so is competition and rivalry amongst NGOs. In bis
thorough study of the Red Cross in a 1997 issue of The New Yorlcer, Michael Ignatieff wrote:

Interagency competition for donors, headlines, and victims is now
a vast, unruly hunianitarian bazaar, and the ICRC is struggling to
be heard above the din and to maintain its principles. lIs doctrine
of neutrality is called into question by organizations like Médecins
Sans Frontières ...'19

According to Shenstone, as agencies engage in rivalry with each other for control and
management of the peace effort, NGOs become vulnerable for manipulation by host bellîgerents,
confused over roles and run the risk of a great deal ofrnisplaced activity.20 Through cooperation..
the specialization and abilities of different NGOs have to potential to be complernentary to each
other. In addition, NGOs must find a suitable coexistence with nation states and international


