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Just Peace 
 

 Recently, I’ve come to think the term peace can be such a problem.  Peace.  It’s such a 
bland, vague, domesticated term, isn’t it?  Each week, in my church, as I’m sure in many of your 
churches, pause to pass the peace.  We turn to one another, grasp a hand, and politely wish the 
peace of Christ.  And then, perhaps, with a great deal more fervor, we offer a compliment on 
your lovely blouse.  Then we turn to the next person to repeat that peace thing on auto-pilot.   
 Meanwhile, across much of the world, from Africa to the Middle East to Indonesia, 
people on the streets, in shops, in markets, utter that same sacred word, in their own mother 
tongues – salaam aleiykum, or shalom, a greeting expressed in the same habitual way we 
mutter ‘mornin to the crossing guard on the way to work in the morning.     

This problematic little term, peace, is such an essential prayer in the Abrahamic 
traditions, repeated so often across millennia, in prayers and greetings, that I worry it has lost 
its prophetic zeal.  It’s been so worn down over the ages that its sharp prophetic edges have 
been eroded, its meaning blunted.  Add to this the fact that peace is sometimes understood as 
a passive term.  By its critics, and sometimes by its cheerleaders, it’s defined simply by what it’s 
against – war – without providing viable options or actions for dealing with very real national 
and international threats.   
  Meanwhile, even if we see peace utterances as a call to action, where do we begin?  
Shalom, or the peace of Christ, we know, is about more than the absence of overt violence or 
war.  It is about wholeness and dignity, an environment in which all God’s people can live into 
who they are called to be, without fear, without bumping against barriers or cielings erected by 
injustice.  This fuller understanding of peace is what is meant by the term justpeace, or peace 
with justice.  But justpeace, has something of a kitchen sink problem.  It can sometimes be such 
a broad term, encompassing everything: economic, political, social, eco-justice, at the 
international, the national, the grassroots orders.  In some sense, in meaning everything, it 
comes to mean nothing.    
 So, how do we resurrect this term, “peace,” in a way that will strip it of its safe, passive, 
domesticity, and that will serve as a charge to our churches into practical, applicable, specific 
action, not just in opposition to instances of war, but in the building of peace?  This is, I think, a 
central question facing our churches today.   
 I’m going to speak very briefly on a few topics related to this.  First is what’s become 
called the “justpeace” movement, driven by scholars and Christian communities over recent 
decades, and the formulation of practical steps constituting the work to build just peace.  
Second is the move towards engaging on this topic on an interfaith basis.   
 
 
 
 
 



I. First, just peace.   
A. In 1985, like a number of other denominations, the UCC developed a just 

peace statement and officially declared itself a just peace church.   
B. Defines Just Peace as “the inter-relation of friendship, justice, and common 

security from violence… rooted in a vision of shalom, linking peace and 
justice.”  It refutes exclusionary nationalism or the broad-brushing of others 
as enemies, promotes human needs being met, economic and trade policies 
that are non-exploitative of the poor, etc.   

C. Throughout 80s and 90s, Just Peacemaking Paradigm developed by an 
ecumenical team of scholars.  

a.  supplement (not supplement) the just war paradigm.   
b. JWT: determines whether war is necessary and just in order to right 

an injustice (humanitarian intervention, or in self-defense after 
exhausting all diplomatic options).   

c. Jus in bello 
d. JWP is reactive –response to particular instances at the brink of war.   
e. JPP scholars wanted something proactive – what Xns committed to 

peace could do – ongoing practices -- to keep communities from 
getting to the brink of war.  

f. in keeping with the JWT’s concern about limiting use of force:  
transform those things that we know drive violence, strengthen the 
tools, processes, and institutions that can prevent the outbreak of 
violent conflict.  

g.  the ten Just Peacemaking principles, championed in large part by 
Glenn Stassen, particularly in his 1998 book. They include the 
following: (ppt) 

h. grounded in scripture and tradition.  actions that had been proven to 
reduce war.   

D. Interfaith exchange on JP 
a. In 2005, Xn scholars invited Jewish and Muslim scholars to dialogue 

about just peace.   
b. Began with scripture and traditional approaches to Just War that have 

been used to advocate/justify violence.   
c. Then discussed the principles, degree to which they resonated with 

other traditions.  
d. Interfaith Just Peacemaking book, 2012 
e. Interfaith illustrations, points of agreement and disagreement 
f. Important lessons to be gained from the points of tension:  how does 

our articulation of ethical values situated here in the States, from a 
majority-religion standpoint, influence our priorities?   

i. The international system, law, human rights, etc., all came out 
of Xn tradition, theological framework.  

ii. Jews emphasized duties as well as rights.  
g. The interfaith component is crucial! 



i. In our globalized world, we are all interdependent.  We need 
to understand how other cultures approach these ethical 
issues, from within their own deeply held frames of meaning.   

ii. Religion is driving violence and misunderstanding here in the 
States and around the world.  Need to reclaim religious 
narratives in support of peace, but not just pie-in-the-sky 
values, real, actual, practices. 

iii. interfaith dialogue serves to create pluralistic environments by 
facilitating personal people-to-people contact and deep 
relationship-building that allows participants to transcend 
doctrinal differences.  All may not agree with one another at 
the conclusion of an interfaith dialogue session, but ideally 
most participants understand and appreciate the different 
viewpoints of others. 

iv. Interfaith dialogue alone is not enough, however.  In fact, talk 
alone can make things worse.   

v. The issues are complex and integrated – we need broad 
coalitions to address them.   

vi. Other traditions suggested important new practice norms: 
environmental care.  

E. Intersection with USIP work 
a. The Just Peace paradigm jibes nicely with how the broader, more 

secular oriented field of Conflict Resolution has evolved – recognizing 
that peace is not made at a negotiating table, but must constantly be 
built.  So beyond mediation and negotiation, is added human rights, 
reconciliation, trauma-healing, sustainable development, etc.   
Biggest difference is that these are grounded in religious justification 
or support.  

b. R&P program – has sought to work with religious communities 
overseas to support religious coexistence in divided societies, 
development of peace curriculum in religious schools, training for 
religious leaders in conflict management.    

c. The articulation of values and practices such as these into indigenous 
frames of meaning is essential.   Secular UDHR may not resonate.   
But when these ideas and concepts can be approached and owned 
within one’s religious convictions, they are more enthusiastically 
supported.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Make no mistake about it – the utterance of peace in our world is an act of resistance 

against the inclinations of powers and principalities.  To claim peace is to seek disruption of the 

forces of domination, disruption of the violence and death that we are lulled into believing is 

inevitable.  Think of our country, where one hardly questions our reliance on militant processes 

to ensure our own security, as if violence ever, truly, brings ultimate security and eternal life.  

As followers of the way of the cross, we know that the violence of the Empire or State is 

ultimately powerless in the face of God.  Last week, the Dalia Lama posted the following as his 

fbook status update (amazing little mini sermons, I commend them to you): “Although violence 

and the use of force may appear powerful and decisive, their benefits are short-lived. Violence 

can never bring a lasting and long term resolution to any problem, because it is unpredictable 

and for every problem it seems to solve, others are created. On the other hand, truth remains 

constant and will ultimately prevail.”   DL is saying that from his Buddhist, but it’s a message 

that resonates well with Xty.   

 
The peace of Christ be with all of you. 
(and also with you) 
Amen.   


