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Jesus said thar Peacemakers are to be blessed as chi

olten dismissed as utopian dreamers of worse, quaking defeatists wiy p-.. L World they
Jane Addams was one of the most admired Persons in the Up; =i denia ey
World War 1. but when she opposed U i o cd Sta‘?s.‘ Yean l:rru"
Those who advocated Peace during the 19305 were accused of h:;i ljuhculf'd and :-m'lrdr,r
appeasement. Disarmament acrivists duning the cold war were som(-tl? ik Hulcr and aidyg
of the Soviet Union. ‘Throughout history the cause of peace has bcrn“ms ke e
a forlorn defendant before the court of established opinion, mist;nclcr:t::)]dmali Stml.di"g i
all sides. P_racc is “naked. poor, and mangled,” wrote Shakespeare. 2 'I:o be c::;l(er;n : hwfd i
almost an insult. 10 be labeled cowardly or selfish, unwilling to fight for what js rig};t.Fi‘:ri; :;:
10 arouse people to war, said Hermann Goering at the N ur(‘mb(.'rg trials. “All you have to d
15 l.c" thrm they are being attacked and denounce the pacifists for lack of patriotism . ,
nm piece is a response to the charges against pacifism. It is an attempt to set the recod
straight by exploring the history of movements and ideas for perace — an opportunity for the
cause of peace 10 have its day in court. This is not an apologia for or pacan to pacifism, how-
ever - far from it [ am often cnucal of peace advocacy, especially absolute pacifism. and.l
Uy to present both the strengths and weaknesses of the various movements and theories for
peace that have emerged over the centuries, | wTite as one who has been engaged with thes
tssues for decades. 1 smve for rigorous scholarly standards and objective analysis but II a;:
hardly neural in this debate. Questions of war and peace intruded into my life when \; *
drafted for the Vietnam War, and they have remained with me eversince. | spokc U.m 19';;,,;
that war as an active duty soldier, was the director of the National Committec 'jrtoaghund
Nuclear Policy [SANE: during the disarmament campaigns of the 1980s, and o 11
the Win Without War coalition to oppose the US invasion and occupation ofl _rhal,-,qe- an
wntten about nuclear disarmament, cconomic sanctions, and nOn\'iUk”', "‘oc'ar:ﬂ mrémf'"'-‘
have taught peace studies counes. I know only too well the many limitations OI[ is P""ci“i'\l
for peace and the inadequacy of theories on the causes and prevention Orw-arlvimrss for ¢
because of my engagement with these issues that I feel qualified to Gm:r-ﬂti‘s ;05-
defense. 1o present the case of peace, and to examine its practices and princiPi
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as the ]ormm! of Conflict Resolution and the Joural of Peace Research did not begin publication
until 1937 and 1964 respectively. Pioneers in the field included Kenneth and Elise Boulding,
who helped ereate the Center for Rescarch on Conflict Resolution at the University of Michi-
gan in the 1950‘-‘_?.](’"““ Galtung, who fOlilldf'd the International Peace Rescarch Insutute
in Nonway in 1959; and Adam Curle, the first chair of a prace studies program in Britain, at
the University of Bradford in 1973. Major studics and books about peace appeared in car-
licr decades, of course, but the systematic apphication of rigarous scholarship and empincal
analysis to the problems of peacemaking did not begin until quite recently.

This pardy explains the inadequacics of many of the theories of peace. For much of history
the cause of peace has predominantly been a religious concern. Moral refortners embraced
the teachings of love and compassion in religious doctrine, but they often overlooked the
challenges of political realism. Classical liberals extolled the virtues of demacracy and free
wade. but they underestimated the virulence of nationalism and the power of imperialism.
Immanuel Kant probably came closest to cralting a comprchensive philosophy of peace, but
his theory did not address questions of sodial cquality. Socialists and feminists brought these
issucs to the fore and broadened the peace agenda to include problems of economic injustice
and patriarchy. In recent decades social scientists and political theorists have made progress
in verifying and explaining the components of the so-called Kanuan tnad - mutual democ-
racy. €COnomic interdependence, and international cooperation - as predicates of peace.
Links have been discovered between gender equality and a lessening of violence. Unresolved
political grievances and a lack of economic development have been identfied as factors that
contribute to armed conllict. Many questions remain unanswered. but progress has been
made in understanding the causes of and cures for war.

Peace societies emerged in the nineteenth century, butit was only in the twenticth century
that peace movements as we presently understand them came into existence. Large-scale
mobilizations against war took place in the years before and after World War I during the
1930s, and especially in response to the Vietnam and Iraq wars. These movements chal-
lenged government policy, particularly that of the United States, and were generally ann-
imperialist in outlook. Mobihzations for disarmament occurred during the interwar vears
and re-emerged in the cold war as a response to the threat of nuclear war. Disarmament
activism reached a peak with the massive nuclear freeze and disarmament campaigns of
the 1980s. Some of those organizing antiwar and disarmament campaigns were absolute
pacifists, rejecting the use of force for any purpose, but inost were more pragmatic and con-
ditonal in their rejection of war. They opposed dangerous weapons policies and unjust wars,
but not all uses of force. Still the purist position often predominated, conveying an impression
ofimnplicit pacifism that limited the peace movement's public appeal.

Many opponents of war have emphasized the need for constructive alternatives. During
the 1934-5 Peace Ballot in Britain the League of Nations Union (LNU) organized an infor-
mal vote on British security policy in which 11.6 million cinzens participated. Among the
options presented and endorsed was the use of mululateral sanctions, economic and even
military, to counter aggression by one nation against another. The ballot results pressured the
British government to propose League of Nauons sanctions against [taly. During the nuclear
freeze campaign of the 1980s US activists urged a bilateral halt to the tesung, production,
and deployment of nuclear weapons. European disarmament campaigners urged an end
to both Soviet and LS intermediate-range nuclear forces {INFj in Europe, which NATO
officials effecuvely adopted as the “double zero™ proposal, with zero INF weapons in Europe
on both sides, During the Iraq antiwar debate many activists called for continued weapons
INspections and targeted sanctions as alternatives to war and cifective means of containing
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Saddam Hussem. In the debate over the so-called “war on terroe Prace g
sts have inssted that terronism as a tactic caunot be defeated by war. Tk 'I“L " iy
alternative strategies for countermng tenonsm based on multilatera) ction "a\'o hd\-o':qi"
enforcement, and the amchoration of political gnevances. ! L°°Pcruli\_p“'t‘d
The strateges and proposals of peace scholars and activists are oftey, fully g
the requirements of sound security policy. Throughout the cold way disarm, hmpmit, Py
insisted that a nuclear war cowld never be won and must never he Ihught; this b .t-.nl ad\ntm"l
Reagan's mantra dunng the 1980s. Those who opposed the Vietnan, and Ir;t‘amc "-\E
not vitlv on humanitanan grounds but on the basis of solid political Teasoniy, wary (j;
genthan spoke out against the Viemam War because it was based on ap, C'I‘T()l:l e
of monolithic commumsm. was justfied with false information, and ignore( [h"olu? o,
southeast Asia.” John Mecarsheimer and Stephen Walt opposed the war iy, T cr‘ ory
reasons: it misjudged the terrorist threat, was based on deceptive claims about |y ,n r Sy
tics. and nisked eroding US power and prestige in the world.” Peace advocates \:-]m
the invasion and vccupation of Iraq would play into the hands of Osama bip, Ladt‘n alr:({ "
to an increase in terronst violence. Warmakers are often wrong - disastrously yo i lh; leag
of Vietnam and Iraq. Peace advocates are sometimes nght, especially when their idcazam
not only morally sound but politically realistic. e

New wars

The nature of war has changed dramatically in recent decades. The old paradigm of industria
interstate war “no longer exists,” declared General Rupert Smith in 2006.7 Raimo Viyrynen
John Mueller, and other politcal scientists have written of the “waning of major war.™ \o
mstances of full-scale war have occurred between major industrialized states since the end
of World War II. This is in part because of the extreme lethality of all forms of modem
weaponry, nuclear and non-nuclear. It is also the result of the development of an integrated
commumty of prosperous, secure. and interdependent nations in the heart of Europe where
previous world wars originated. While interstate war has largely disappeared, intrastae
contlicts have increased markedly. The new paradigm, wrote Smith, is “war amongs L]_"
people.”™ Of the thirty-onc wars in the world in 2005 (as measured by the Uppsala CQI}ﬂle
Data Program.. al! were armed conflicts fought within nadons between comm unities d1\1df‘g
by ethmay, language, religion. and/or grography.'® Nearly all military deployments, it
peacekeeping operations. and peace-building missions in recent decades have taken place
settings of trastate conflict
This change 1n the nature of war has not meant an end to the scourge of de¢
On the contrary the number of peaple dying in war in recent years has been extrem®
Since the 1990s millions have died in the Congo, Sudan, and other African iounlﬂc
hundreds of thousands in former Yugoslavia and Irag, In today’s “new wars, o Ubdcﬁbl-r'
scholar Mary Kaldor's phrasc, methods of terror, ethnic cleansing, and genocide arc,: Jies &€
arc stratrgies o target civilians. The result is that more than 80 percent of the Caf:;:,,lnti"“’
civilian, and the number of refugees and displaced persons has increased sharply- Kaldor
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“but the central methodology of new wars.”!! The strategy of violence ¢ termiton an
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butding efforts have increased. Those who seck to prevent war have recogn
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| e midst of violent cunﬂlirt 10 amehorate its consequences and prevent its recurrence.
C pansibility Lo protect civilians Im_,s emerged as a new pnnciple of global action, part
The = Kaldor has termed “cosmopolitan pohucs.” The urgency of stemming genocide.
of what - and terrorism has sparked a new wave ol action and inquiry. and has led to an
u|’l"'”:s.1?:; ; (‘-'u'cll for ways to resolve and prevent deadly confliet.
immf:::: i,;tc.rna!iounl level peacemaking programs have expanded and become institunon-
.Nd at the United Nations and in other multilateral and regional organizations. In the 1992
ilhzcrl‘-lu Agenda for Peace UN Secretary-General Boutros Boutros-Ghaliidentified four phases
:;i::w;-nal:bnM action to prevent and control armed violence; preventive diplomacy, which
includes carly warning, mcdialiorf, :?nd confidence-building measures: peacemaking cfforts
such as arbitration and the negotiaton of peace accords; pracckeeping. the doploynfrm of
impi!m‘"l forces to monitor :md 1mplcmcr?t peace S(!lll(‘lnl':'lll._'i: and peace-bulding, which lhc‘
UN defincs as post-conflict eflorts to rcl::_ulld war-tarn socicties and prevent the recurrence 9!
violence."! These contemnporary strategies correspond direetly to peace principles and tradi-

tions in carlier periods ol history.

3([ i

Defining terms

At the outset we face dcfinitional challenges and the need to differennate among dilferent
rerms and concepts. What exactly do we mean by peace? The term is highly cmotive, histo-
ran Michael Howard wrote, and is often abused as a tool of poliucal propaganda.'' When
peace is defined narrowly it can imply passivity and the acceptance of injustice."” During the
cold war the word had subversive implications and was often associated with communism.
Moscow sponsored ersatz “peace councils,” which gave the word a negatve connotation.
Hesitancy about the meaning of peace existed long before the cold war. In the years before
World War I Andrew Carnegic lavishly funded programs to prevent war and advance inter-
national cooperation, but he was uncomfortable with the word peace and wanted 1o leave it
out of the title of the international endowment he left as his legacy."

Peace is more than the absence of war. It is also “the maintenance of an orderly and just
society,” wrote Howard — orderly in being protected against the violence or extortion of
aggressors, and just in being defended against exploitation and abuse by the more powerful.'’
Many writers distinguish between negative peace. which is simply the absence of war. and
positive peace, which is the presence of justice. “Peace can be slavery or it can be freedom;
subjugation or liberation.” wrote Norman Cousins. Genuine peace means progress toward a
frecr and more just world.* Johan Galtung developed the concept of “structural violence™ to
t:lcsrribc situations of negative peace that have violent and unjust consequences.™ Violence
In Galtung's expansive definition is any condition that prevents a human being from achiev-
ing her or his full potential. Leonardo BolF, the Brazilian priest and theologian, employed the
'erm “originating violence,” which he defined as an oppressive social conditon that preserves
the interests of the elite over the needs of dispossessed and marginalized populadons.” Origi-
natng or structural violence can include impoverishment, deprivation, humiliation, politi-
'L:tl. ;;E::ssion. a ‘[ack of hum.ap rights, a‘nd. the denial of scflf-nlctrrmin;f(ion. Positivcl peace

ranscending the conditions that limit human potential and assuring opportunities for

self-realization,
m;;}':’l:c‘fogc 0(1; rffnviolcnfc rather th.an peace ;mld emphasized the r‘xcccssity c_:_l'ovcrccfm-
method by ‘;,h;;n 1". s meaning was deltly smnmanzc'd b)‘_]on:ul!;m §chtl]: “.\ iolence is a
which the amj\.c] the ruthless few can subdue the passive many. f'\'(m\'lolt‘l'!(‘t‘ is a means by
many can overcome the ruthless tew.” Yet the word nonviolence is “hughly
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imperfect.” wrote Schell. Tt is a word of “negative construction »
thing that can be waid about nonviolence is that it is nos somet) ‘
ncgauve force of violence, a double negatve which iy mathemagjeg o Neg
recult. Yet Enghsh has no positive word for it. Schell atempted 1o e vould vi
delining nonviolence as “cooperatne power” - collective action |):Lwdtnh-c thi;
cuntrast to coercive power, which compels action through the thre e

Peace does not mean the absence of conflict. argued peace rescarchey , _.
1an ambassador John W, Burton. Conlictis intrinsic in human rclulionsh‘ind rurm""» Ny
not have to be and wsually 1s not violent. The challenge for peace pry Clitio;: a|!lmu;{ 3 l,"l
n which communities can resolve dilferences without physical vi bl
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Ing else, |, et
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_ _ Al\violence, 1y this ¢ o Way,
is understood as a dvnamic process not an absolute end point. The goal of' My b
10 develop more effective ways of resolving disputes without violen conflicy f‘)c“_um. eny
transform the conditions that cause war. » 10 deniig ang
What’s in a word?
The term “pacifism™ especially needs deconstruction. It entered the lexicon at the beg;

- - . COnny
of the nventieth centuny as a general term to describe the stance of those OPPOW(IFEL o

. " \ ” W

After World War I the term became synonymous with an e .

arlier, more specific tradigg, of
religiously based refusal to condone or participate in war in any form. also known as nonres;
- . m.

tance This punist posirion was distinct from the more widely accepted traditions of pragmae
or condigonal pacifism, which opposed war in principle but accepted the possibility of sing
force for sell-defense or the protecuon of the vulnerable. Tt also contrasted with internationa’
ism. which along with political realism traced the causes of war to the condition of anarch,
among nations, and which advocated transnational cooperation and the strengthening of
international law and institutions as the means of preventing armed contlict. Absolute pac
{ism also differed [rom “just war™ principles. developed by Augustine in the fifth century and
accepted by official Chrisuanity, which set limits on war but gave it justfication. _
Pacifism existed as a movement and set of ideas long before the actual word was coined
in 1901. The term emerged during the tenth Universal Peace Congress in Glasgow. ‘“;
ame when organizations seeking 1o prevent war were spreading throughout Europe an"
the United Swates. Proposals for arbitraton and the development of international law ::r‘!
gaimng support among political leaders on both sides of the Atlantic. Bertha von Su:jli:iom
hook L Dsun Your IWrapons was an internarional bestseller, published in thirty-seven ¢ o
and translated into more than a dozen languages. The ideology of the peace m.oflcr?:gmng
maturing The narrow rehgious base of the early Anglo-American peace societic® we
wav to more secular, humamtanian perspectives, especially in continental E.urOEf;crn
Prior to the Glasgow congress membxrs of the various peace societies anddu,]o(-al‘s' or
orgamzauons generally referred to themselves as “peace workers,” “peace a :) one. A
most commonly. “fnends of peace.” These were awkward terms that satistied nvin?- matun®
ists sought to dex elup a better term that would more effectively convey the ‘,;TIO:“ of
and sophutication of the movement. It was Emile Arnaud of France, _PrcSlfvc]{(’ an
nteratv.nale de la paix et de la liberté, who first introduced the word ~pacifism. o was
used it in a Zenenic sense to describe the broad international peace mo\'cf"'f’;['“ ici 3
10 suzgest a coherent bady of thought and developed set of political belic hcc i n offi¢
reventin:z war and assanng peace. The term elevated the p|1i|0-""’l"1‘:v of pc2 Ax
vwm.” [ had international appeal and could be integrated casily 1nto “
The term was ofticiaily adopted at the Glasgow congress. Thereafter thos¢

nliﬂ“a‘l
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in the van'om. pca("'(' Drg.ﬂ”??-mimt'i 2‘!‘!1;_1-5‘0ricttit's around the world began 1o refer to them-
celves as “pacifists.” It W-l; a l?{"“}“ disuinction and had a broad social connotation, It was
meant 1O ¢1NCOMpass allo _thusr. j.s ho worked to preserve peace and present war,

Pacifism also meant suc.!al action. It was uo‘l r_n::r(-ly a phllomph}.
and a commitment to social change. It was (hsunc.t [rom the quictist tradition of sorne reli-
.ous sccts, whose mn"n_hcrs t('_“dt'd to withdraw from public life and cede to the state the
realm of practical pulmcs: Thls was not what the carly twenticth-century pacifists had in
mind. Arnaud sought to distinguish pac_:ﬁsb; from those who merely hope or pray for peace.
w\Ve arc not passive types . .. we are pacifists.” # Pacifism included a personal commitment to
jake action, to work for peace. 1timplicd, historian Roger Chickering wrote, a “high degree
of engagement in activity” to help reduce the level of violence in international relations.?* The
study of peace is thus a history of social action as well as of ideas, an examination of social
movemnents and of intellectual development,

Soon after the term pacifism emerged debates developed over its exact mecaning and appli-
cation. Should it encompass the traditional peace societies. which were often quite conserva-
tive and in some cases supported military “preparedness®” Did it apply to internationalism,
which tended to focus narrowly on promoting arbitration and international law and institu-
tions” Internationalists could be ecither conservative or progressive. favoring the status quo
(including the system of imperialism) or advocating greater equality of status among nations.
Was the term pacifism appropriate for the socialist parties, which opposed imperialist war
but were prepared to support the class war? What about the democratic nationalists who
supported the usc of force for the just cause of national liberation? Could all of these diverse
approaches, each in its distinctive way claiming to embody the path to peace, fit within one
broad pacifist movement? These differences came to a head with the outbreak of war in
1914, when the peace movement collapsed and fractured. Most peace advocates. including
internationalists and socialists, abandoned their commitment to transnational solidarity and
marched off to war. Only a small remnant of the previously broad international movement
stood apart from the nationalist frenzy and remained steadfast in opposing war.

In the years after World War I there was much recrimination and debate about the mean-
ing of pacifism. The purists who had opposed the march to war claimed the term for them-
selves. They narrowed its definition to the unconditonal rejection of war in all its forms.
As revulsion at the horific bloodletting of the war deepened, a growing number of people
pledged never again to participate in or support war. These “pacifists” played a major role in
the peace movement of the interwar era, which grew to unprecedented scale. Intermational-
ists remained an important force, especially in Britain, where the LNU attracted widespread
public support, but the influence of those who rejected war under all circumstances was sub-
stantial. The restrictive meaning of pacifism became the accepted standard and was adopted
by A. C. F. Beales in his influendial 1931 volume, The History of Peace*' Thereafter it became
the standard in both scholarly and popular discourse.

This narrow definition of pacifism left most of the peace community out in the cold. Many
ol those who considered themselves pacifist were uncomfortable with the absolutist stand. As
"‘.‘3 menace of fascism mounted pacifism became increasingly marginalized and associated
with isolationism, The term sank into disrepute and was largely abandoned, even by those
‘-\'hn? considered themselves advocates of peace. Many peace supporters, especially the inter-
“‘_‘llonalisu, urged vigorous action to confront aggression. Some, such as Albert Einstein,
h‘l.('d to redefine pacifism to include rearmament and collective military resistance against
iler. Others adopted a “peace with justice” perspective, arguing that the prevention of war
depended on resolving political and cconomic grievances. The majority of peace advocates

but a poliucal program
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venney the impendimg war and had no commauly accepted “ismy,, Ao

p!;l"w,llhy.
Schotars have auempred o remedy this frstrating imprecision by Provig;

the vanius plulsaphies and political tendencies that exist within (he IJ{-acr"?“ it
meet elabarate and wphisucated atempt o pane the meaning of Pilt‘iﬁgrﬁ (?m u”i“-n‘
histuran Martin Ceadelin his masterful volume, Thinking about Pege. and 1y, “a-.Prg“-r'j;:d
tied I~ distinet theonies of war and peace, ranging from militarism o pacifis r; Ceg clig,,
ared abrilute pacifism trom “pacificism.” The latter term was coine by the e ‘Ji”i:rt,,u
Tatar 1o deeribe those who believe that war is always irrational and i b, - Storiay o -P.
be prm ented. but who accept that it may be necessary at times. ¢ Ceadel defineg a
these who believe that war can be prevented and with sufficient Commitmen, iy HMicisy,,
br abolished. or nearly so.* This isan apt descnipuon of the position of most Pcacch:;“te «
The diuncnon that Ceadel and others make between absolute and pragmagic ": Vacayg,
“nal althwugh ofien obfuscated. Few have adopted the “pacificist” Jabe. h°“"‘"c'rafff"'_h
awkward. confusing, and difficult to write or pronounce. It will not appear again i:; l‘h l:\h:j
ume. The general concept of pragmatic or conditional pacifism is nonetheles; b
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wili senv e as the foundation for the defimtion employed here. '

“Pacifist” Japan ?

In Japan absolute pacifism is official national policy, as enshrined in Article 9 of the postay
Corsurution:

Aspinng sincerely to an international peace based on Justice and order, the Japanes
peuple forever renounce war as a sovercign right of the nation and the threat or use of
foree as means of settling international disputes.

In urder to accomplish the aim of the preceding paragraph, land. sea, and air forces.
as well as nther war potential, will never be maintained. The right of belligerence of the
state wili not be recogmzed.

Thz extraordinary and unequivocal rejection of war has no precedent in hiS‘_U“.'- O‘dw,r
counmies have renounced war in their constitutions but never with such totality. Jap"*
. . ctheles
Cansuruten was imposed by US occupation authorities, but many Japanese non ope
supperted its rejection of war, and a vigorous peace and disarmament movement dti‘_‘mong
aver the decades - although the traditions of natonalism also retained their apped "
SLIME CONSETADVES. ,
Suppart for peace in Japan is understood as both a personal moral comm!
wal-puical position that is linked to human rights, democracy, and economic ] apan®st
The common term for peace advocacy is hewa shugi, which is a combination of the ! i

- . e ; ey i
words for “prace” and “ism.” The ambiguity of the term makes it difficult '(;JP and oft"

: s .
betv.ren alsolute and conditional pacifism, and for many the meanings OV¢ i Glasg®
corxist. The term hewea dug bas no equivalent in English, although the on@™e it
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defizution of pacfism was intended precisely to convey the principled yet pragm

’ Jaust
ment to prace conveved by the Japanese term,#  on of the ‘-J"l.u g
- y : e : At |
Artibe 4 1 abaolute inots language. but the political and legal interpretat! aption
; ; . X wearesul
has been more pragmauc. In practice pacifism in Japan has meant a “pres
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the employment ol force, rather l!um‘ its absolute rejecnon,” according to scholar Rohert
Kisala. The common um.]cr‘smncltng 18 f"ﬂt force may be used in self-defense or in humani-
(arian or pz'acekl‘t'l”“!; missions jllll]l()l‘l.’{.cd by the United Nations, but that other uses of
1 ditary force are unnc(:cplahlr. ['h-v government has pursued its forcign policy objectives
mostly through economic mcans, principally through overseas dey clopment ussis'laurc.'”

Latin American and African traditions

In Latin America absolute pil(:iﬁstll is rare, but the use of nonviolent action as a method of
social change is widespread. 'l ‘“.. cnmmiu.num lo nonviolence is often more pragmatic than
principlcd, based on the rfulc ulau‘?n that violence Icfuir. to further oppression. and that firmeza
permanente (“rt'icmlcs.s pesistence ) can be a powertul means of achieving justice. The use of
active nonviolence is rooted in the historical example of Latin America's indigenous com-
munities, which struggled over the centuries to resist assimilation, by Spanish cnﬁqucrors and
national governments, often through nonviolent methods of mass noncooperation. In recent
decades numerous Latin American social movements have utilized nonviolent action to over-
conIC Tepressiort, end military dictatorship, and defend human rights. The commitment to
nonviolent action gained momentum after the Second Vaucan Councit of 1962- 5 and the
Latin Amencan bishops conference in Medellin, Colombia, in 1968, as liberation theology
emerged to proclaim a “preferential option for the poor.” Some appropriated the new theol-
ogy to justify armed revolution, but most agreed with Leonardo Bofl that liberation theology
and active nonviolence were “two facets of a single reality,” Both are rooted in the Gospel and
seek to transform a society of violence and oppression into one of compassion and justice.™

In African traditions pcace means order, harmony, and equilibrium, not merely prevent-
ing war.’’ Western concepts of absolute pacifism or non-resistance have little meaning in
socicties that place primary value on maintaining social harmony. Peace is a function of
social justice. It depends on preserving the integrity of communities. This concept of shared
humanity is embodied in the African phrase wbnuntu, which literally means “T am because we
are.” The truth of ubuntu, wrote philosopher Augustine Shutte, is that we become ourselves
by belonging to community.”? Peace can only be realized in community with others, through
the embrace of the other. Community elders arc often called upon to preserve peace by adju-
dicating and resolving conflicts.

Africa remains deeply scarred by the brutal legacies of colonialism. In recent decades no
continent has suffered more from war and pervasive cconomic deprivauon. The presence
of conflict and the absence of development are bound together in a downward spiral of \io-
lence and misery. In response African leaders have argued that peace is impossible without
cconomic development and political freedom. Tanzanian president Julius Nyerere wrote:
“for the sake of peace and justice. these economic inequalities in the world must be reduced
and the mass of the people must be able to relieve themsclves from the burden of poverty.”*!
Bishop Desmond Tutu said in his Nobel Peace Prize speech in 1984: “There can be no real
peace and secunity [in South Africa) until there be first justice enjoyed by all the inhabitants
of that beautiful land.”™' [n Africa, as in Latin America and Asia, peace s inextricably linked
to economic and social justice.

Pacifism and “just war”

l.d( ifism and the just war tradition are analytically distinct and are often considered oppo-
sites. The concept of pragmatic pacifism helps to bridge the gap and provides a more
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holistic framework for anderstanding peace advocacy. Tt reflecy .
of those wha consider themselves peace fupporu:.m.l Absolute pacif; sr,\.
miroAm, even withun peace movermnents. I‘.]l(‘.n'l.‘ljtlt‘ll}' of those who v
avoid war but are willing to accept some limted use of force for self
justice and protect the mnocent. Some uses uf_ military force e More oy OF t
others. This is evident fram the fact that certain wars, such ag those iy, Vie 6
arouse vocilerous movements of protest. while other uses of force, yyely - :?ln
operation n Bosna. are broadly acct-Ptcd. even |by many peace s"llpom-nw m iy,
States prepared 1o take military action in Afghanistan following the S§eryrp s As

ist antacks. Scott Simon of Natonal Public Radio wrote “Even Pacifises Mg o) g
War.”* Some peace advocates accepted the attack against Al Qaida as iustiﬁ:. Su :
but many cautioned against militanzing the struggle agninst terrorism, ﬁt-cau.i
guage i often abused by political leaders to justfy military aggression e
misusc of the framework can be a slippery slope toward the legitimation, o i
violence. As Michael Walzer emphasized, just war reasoning is a clmllcngc to Puisic
sm.” The just war doctrine establishes a nigorous set of moral conditions thay o
before armed conflict can be considered. If thoroughly and honesuy applied th
would rule out most of the armed conflicts that political leaders claim
make war a rare occurrence.
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Prazmauc pacifism can be understood as a continuum of perspectives, bt'gilming on g
end with the rejecton of military viclence and extending across a rangc of options thar .1!!(;-“
for some limited use of force under specific conditions. The presumption is always againy
the use of force and in favor of setding differences without violence, but reality dictntc‘s thr
some uses of force may be necessary at imes 1o assure justice and prevent the greater violone
that often results when exploitation and aggression are unconstrained. Even strict pacifiss
acknowledge that at umes soldiers cau plav a role in preventing the spread of violence. Lonee
asked a class of Mennonite students who described themselves as pacifist if they would suppot
the conunued deplovment of NATO troops in Bosnia to keep the peace among the previouh
wamnng (actions. All but one of the twenty students said yes. Pacifists may accept the use of
force f Itis constrained. narrowly targeted, and conducted by proper authority within the ne
of taw ** Menuonite theologian John Howard Yorler differentiated between war and the i
of police power: the latter is subject to legal and moral constraints and is ethically 5.,pc|j9r ?
il [.)im""iom matter. and a vast difference exists between unilateral, unprovoked S
ageression and multlateral peace operations to protect civilian populations. No one S
sideted _hcnrlt pacifist would accept the former but a great many would accept the later 5

Ihe just war position also contains a continuum of perspectives, extending Hocihs hF"&i[.
P dice acuon 10 all-out war, based on a set of moral cnteria that can vary -‘ig"iﬁm"dy . e
!ercm mﬁ',’g‘- Views on whether a partcular use of force is justified range e rrsm:m
LnteTpretaton !h_zl pchniLs military acton only under narrowly constrained cirt.'urﬂs_t:[1 the
o more exDansive claims that seck to justify ven B
unprovoked invasion of other countnes,
{oree. such

e : c an
laroe-s operations A o
arge-scale military op cular U*

‘ ethics
umpt*

Analysts often differ on whether a par
e, as thr 19Y] Gu'lf\\'ar, meets the classic moral criteria of a just war.” Mos
within the tradiuon agree. hawever, that the just war framework is based on pres lﬂ-alit)'
against the use of muitary force. All share Walzer's insistrnc-c on addressing the moﬁ‘] o
of war.” The use of military for I a e

. ; ¢ 1s not merely an extension of politics. Itis al g
sup e imponance th " e : ‘L dare™
1 P Yat must be judged according to the strictest cthic al stan con e f

[he continuum of pacifism can b ety : . o form @ gy
il S tombined with that of just war t - gificatio
range ol opunns extending from abaglyre nonviolence at the one end to the J&*
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a1 the other. All Iht'— r_IiI.Ii-'f'i"‘_I perspectives on war and peace thus can be ¢onsidered in
relation 10 ON¢ _uuothcr. This 1s :l‘e. up'|l)roach t'n\Plf)Y(‘(’] by Ceadel i his classification of five
major perspectives on peace Tm ‘-nr] Johin Howard Yoder also combined the two traditions
g <andard k.('tl,!r(‘ [ had t e privi t-g(‘.f_)f hearmg on -sc\'cralemmionc._ Yoder argucd that
; yatematic and rigorous application r)l just war prfnc‘1plr~s =+ Just cause, right authority . last
rg-slorl. prnbabilil}' of success, Pm[’“moha‘llly: discomination - would make war extremely
- Phi]osﬂph(‘l’_JOhll Ra_\vls wrote lh..'uju?th demands a form of “contingent pacifiim.”
The po.,sihilily Of_]US.t war 1s conceded in principle, but the far greater likelihood is that war
will be unjust, especially Wh't‘!l waged by large and powerful states against weaker nations.
Given the often predatory atms of state power the demands of justice may require resistance

war

12
Lo war. . .
An honest appraisal of war through the lens of just war criteria would forbid any con-

deration of nuclear strikes and would rule out virtally all forms of large-scale, unilat-
eral military intervention. [t would leave only self-defense and limited. legally constrained
uses of multlateral force to protect civilians and restore conditions of justice. The
sresponsibility to protect” principles that have recently gained international endorsement
embody this perspective. Walzer argued that the only morally justified reason for fighting
is the defense of rights, most essentially the right of self-defense.’ Rawls likewise acknowl-
cdged the principle of sclf-defense and the right of people to determine their own
affairs without the intervendon of foreign powers." Combining the pacifist and just war
traditions allows for a broader and richer examination of the peace trachition, one that
more accurately reflects the thinking of those who consider themselves part of the peace
movement. It takes into account the full range of peacemaking options and traditons that
are part of the history of peace. It also conforms with the original definition and meaning of
pacifism.

An outline of peace history

Peace socicties first emerged in the United States and Britain in the early part of the nine-
teenth century and later spread across Europe and beyond. Peace advocates focused on pro-
posals for the arbitration of interstate disputes and the strengthening of international law.
The internationalist agenda was partly realized in Woodrow Wilson's vision of the League of
Nations. Although the League was flawed in design and fatally weakened by the lack of US
participation, it established a precedent for the gradual strengthening of international institu-
tions and laid the foundations for the United Nations.

Pacifism and internationalism attracted very broad public support during the interwar
cra. Peace advocates and internationalists were early opponents of fascist aggression in Man-
churia and Abyssinia, and many urged the defense of the Spanish republic. They demanded
League of Nations action to impose sanctions against Japan and ltaly. The LNU organized
'ht‘_ Peace Ballot as a way of demonstrating support for mutual disarmament and collecuve
action against ageression. The decisions to betray Ethiopia and the Spanish republic and
appease Hitler were taken by Western government leaders not peace advocates. Interwar
]Jac:ﬁms can be faulted for many things - clinging too long to the failed promisc of the League
of Nations, supporting the illusion of neutrality, beliving that diplomacy could stop the Nazi
menace ~ but they were not culpable for war.

" ﬂ the early years of the cold war peace advocacy fell to its lowest ebb of the century.
b;:;:’:‘}:mu_ﬂ_ism and_ a suffocating atmosphere of political conformiry combined with a
BN aganst pacifism to undermine the legitimacy of progressive internauonalism. A
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signiﬁr;ml maovement for world federnlism emerged in the fyee 194
with the onset of the Korcan War. Peace scholars and activists "
militarizaton and the growing tendency toward military intt-wc;ui ; 4
of atomu weapons and their terrifving spread created new: dange ?“hm' The « Proby,
\-.';n'r? ot disarmament activism. The first wave of a“‘i"“"»"t'ﬂr&’a::iu
Atomie sciennsts who created the bomb. The second wave came in thc'; g
to atmosphene nuclear testing. Led by groups such as the C“"‘Paiqn [‘m
11‘1t'r?l-€(3;\Db m Brtain and SANE in the United States, the ban the | ¥
signiticant pressure that led to the 1963 atmospheric test ban treay
ucd .}::d uvansﬂicd in ‘t}u- 1980s. prompting a third and even larger way L eony
actvism. The nuclear frecze campaign in the United States and disannamc of disa, :n:b
Europe paved the way for significant nuclear reductions and the end of me"ht Moy i
The movement against the Vietnam War was one of the largest and mo_;:?ld war,
campaigns in history. Antiwar efforts influenced the Johnson and Nixop Qdm_l“_‘ens
excrted sustained pressure for US militany withdrawal. Antiwar activism J]?l:m
among actne-duty soldicrs and veterans, as I personally experienced, Cona-itd
tion reached an unprecedented scale and spread not only in the United Sta[c:{d :
\etnam era but in Europe and bevond in subscquent decades. Antiwar ar?li\’i%r:n rm-mg e
in responsc (o the US invasion and occupation of Iraq. In February 2003 an csti;natc(:cl ngn
Lon people demonstrated against the lraq war in hundreds of cities across the globe. T)y; ITHL
movement was u.nablr to step the US-led invasion, but it prevented the Buqh\administr:t‘j:{
trom guming UN endorsement and contributed to the political defeat of the administmrinn'r:
war policy.
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An overview of peacemaking ideas

The religious radinons of Hinduism, Buddhism. Judaism, Islam, and Christianity all contain
pnnciples and practices to sustain peacemaking - although justifications for war can also be
found in many sacred texts, The Gospel of Jesus is unequivocal in its commitment to love
and nonretahation for injury. as reflected in the absolute pacifism of the carly Christian com-
munities. Although the just war tradition replaced pacifism within official Christianity, the
tradition of nonresistance continued and reemerged during and after the Reformation m'thc
Anabapust and Quaker movements. The Social Gospel of the late nineteenth and ernncr._h
centuries brought peace and social justice issues into the mainstream oi'Chr.istj'anu}:.. butt
alsy sparked renewed debate about the limitations of pacifism. The leading voice In this T;’ :i
praisal was Reinhold Niebuhr, whose philosophy of Christian realism became 2 domlhl .
influence in the twenticth century. John Howard Yoder's response to Niebuhr d:f.ouf(,)mx
preserve the mtegrity of pacifism through a more realistic, minimalist understanding
possibiiities for Christian perfectionism.

Niebuhr and Yoder were influenced by the achievements of Gandl '
violent action to achieve social justice. The Gandhian method inspired Martn -
Jr. and the LS cnal nights movement. Nonviolent citizen mox'cmcn.t‘:. have sl .
a “force more powerful.” bringing democracy to the Philippines, a V¢
castern Eurape. the end of apartheid in South Afnica, and the ovcrthr?W ‘?f e key 10
in Serbia. Ukraine. and other former Sovict republics. Nonviolent action i ce as de
realistic pacifism. a bndge between idealism and realism. Assertive nonvic-,lcﬂthc pnssi"i
by Gandhi provides an answer to the challenge of Niebuhr, u—anscclld}f‘lg il
nonresistance while offering a strategy for fighting effectively to resist €12 ¢
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advocacy in recent centurics is dircedy tied to the spread and deepen-
¢ is no accident that peace socicties first emerged in democratic Britain
and that the largest peace mobilizations have occurred in democratic

very nature an activist commitment that depends for its expres-
countr™® % ofpc‘JPl“ to assemble and s]lu':lk frccly_. l!u- rise of s.nrl‘uhsm influenced paci-
ijon o1 the 1§ Jutention on issucs of equality and social justice. Relations between pacifism

m by r"cusmg. . decidedly cool at first, the result of different theories about the causes of

alism we .ments for peace. Gradually the movements began to converge., as peace
war and g rﬁgn,:.d their agenda and socialists became less doctrinaire. In recent decades
3"""“[“. t;r:::s fmd Internationalists have supported more cquitable cconomic development
pace c:li:\l strategy for preventing war. o
pal cssgl' it of feminism and the growing involvement of women significandy influenced

: hc.ald;clbr peacc. Women u:ndvd'lo give greater c‘mp_ha:’ie.-lo the social dimensions of

the 26 d linked the concerns ol family and community life with the larger realm of state

: Tn'lliol"“j afTairs. In the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries [eminists noted
a"d;ﬂ.{:w l‘mrdcn of war on women, including impoverishment from the toss of male bread-
::;;:rslﬂ the nwentieth century they emphasized the nsing death toll among women and
children caused by the increased lethality of war and the spread of civil conflict. Feminists
pointed to the connection between the institutionalized violence of war and violence against
women. They sought to achieve greater equality for women as an essential requiremnent for
creating a MOrc just and peaceful world. They enlarged the definition of peace beyond nar-
row legalistic and institutional concerns to encompass a more holistic social. cconomic, cul-
wral, and political strategy for preventing violence."

Support for human rights has become an essential element of the swrategy for peace and
was a key factor in ending the cold war. The cause of political freedom is sometimes mis-
used by governments, however, as when US and British leaders claimed a human rights
argument for the invasion of Iraq. More legitimate human rights challenges were posed
by genocide and the abuse of civilians in Bosnia, Kosovo. and Darfur - although in these
instances the response from the major powers was initially timid. The moral and political
imperative of responding to the slaughter of innocents has sparked an intense internauonal
debate about the responsibility to protect. Peace and human rights advocates are finding
common ground in advocating mote vigorous international action, including the use of

force under specified conditions, as necessary means of ending oppression and securing
peace with justice.

c

he rise of P3¢
i of([‘-m{)cl'ﬂf‘)' tes
"]glthc United States =0
ant " s pacifism 15 by 1ts

fis

ace,

Patriotism is often pitted against pacifism. Throughout history the call to arms has trumped
lo:il:::'(ﬁ; iealn)rr. The ph.cno:.nrnon of mass bclhgrrc_ncc was tl_u‘ subject off ff'nmous 193:_’
sarch for "y g ::w.cetlx F.me,(cm‘ anca Freud anq mon\':-ntt-d Pixllos?pllcr William James's
dire fog Sebis a c.cynv:‘tlcnt of war a generation c.'_trhq. Gandhi soug!ll to harness Qic
0 army B o ‘;‘s‘t'r\ lft‘: ;nto d commitment to s?c.ml_lustla"lhmugh the 1(1(:? off\ nonvio-
and conciliatior, r;&‘p-l u" 10es tm!ay In various citizen nonviolent peacemaking ininatives
Peacemaking dugﬁ ;;(T;llm'. m.conﬂ-ml zones around dlf- \\-or"ld Recent trrflds toward greatc‘r:
Within 1)) Europr‘:;n U‘lfm(_tl forces and proposals for a hum:'ull security response force
mon suggest that the gap between traditional miltary senice and

pf‘ﬂl'emakj 2 .
A b:? rma) be narrowing. Peace advocacy is itsell a form of patriotic service, not only
e © the wider human community.
Y goal is 1o for
non\qolence c

th

e 8¢ a synthesis among peacemaking traditions, giving the principles of
ardinal i gy o G
nal importance. "This synthesis incorporates advances in the theory and
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pracace of mteenananal peace-building. while also drawing from
raay theon. feminism, socialism, and human rights, Ty addresses the
mens, the unperative of disammament, and the contemporary (_ha"l:e ANy,
terrorism and nuclear proliteration. Over the decades new POssihilitic. n}'c\ M ey, e,
resalving confiict and achicving justice through nonviolent Means, Hi:( l‘“:l‘ l‘nu.rm‘"*lls;.
era has alo swen the dawning of an age of nonviolence. \While the *:lt:’mir0 i Uslri:d
been and continies w be wntten in blood. a diflerent, more hopefy] ;10,1‘:“" Nay .\_:ifl;:
tie development of mosements and ideas for peace. Gandhiay, pri"“illlz.has My, hay
have inepired new soategies and possibilities for achieving justice ang “\'Pn;:, Of‘ Moy,
while remaining true to rehgious principles of peace. Growing ny il
recognize and act upon the realizavon that the peaceful resolution 0
v and possible.
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