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In these newsletters of the Rotary District Peacebuilders, we want to invite readers for 
contributions and ideas, suggestions and possibilities for our efforts to educate others by 
promoting the foundational skills for promoting sustainable peace and civility, i.e., nonviolent 
conflict resolution, improved communication and cooperation, successful negotiation and 
mediation. We also want to encourage the critical and creative thinking that can help 
communities move through obstacles and difficulties among people in more sustainable ways, 
i.e., with the interconnected health of their people, their economies and their environments. In 
this issue we focus on the ideas and skills that can help us better deal with conflicts surrounding 
access to water and its essential role in supporting life on earth.  

 

Wed. August 4, 1:30-2:30 MT  
Sustainable Peacebuilding Fellowship: WATER IS FOR FIGHTING? 

Dave Stewart (CEO Stewart Environmental Consultants) 

Gary Wockner (Executive Director) and Jen Sunderland (Coordinator) 

Save the Poudre 

All are invited. Share this newsletter and the ZOOM link with a friend or colleague.  
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/494943309?pwd=SmtTUDYzTlZrcVBhblVLRmdvbVh6dz09 

 
 

 

 
In Burundi, the Ngozi Rotary 
Club recognized a need for 
improved water quality in a 

poor community nearby 
where animals had been 

spoiling the drinking water. 
 

Rotarians, many of whom 
are University instructors or 
staff, joined with villagers to 

create a more sustainable 
water system. For the first 

time in history that this 
village now has clean water 

 

https://nam01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fus02web.zoom.us%2Fj%2F494943309%3Fpwd%3DSmtTUDYzTlZrcVBhblVLRmdvbVh6dz09&amp;data=04%7C01%7Cwilliam.timpson%40colostate.edu%7C77b4fbb8a8f34e26cb2f08d8cc43f6d5%7Cafb58802ff7a4bb1ab21367ff2ecfc8b%7C0%7C0%7C637483939578063679%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&amp;sdata=Vho6%2BnguOt7CufE9QggJMg0xmk2wK4ibZVU1wngVUr0%3D&amp;reserved=0


 

 
Villagers were so very 
appreciative since they had 
suffered for years from the 
ill effects of poor water. 
Dysentery, in particular, had 
negatively impacted all ages. 
 
These villagers came to the 
completion of this project, 
singing and dancing in 
appreciation for this gift 
from Rotary that they could 
not have afforded on their 
own. 

 
 

WATER IS FOR FIGHTING: 
Preparing for Growth and Preserving a Precious Resource 

 
David Stewart, Ph.D. (Civil Engineering, Colorado State University) is President and CEO of 

Stewart Environmental Consultants, Inc. He is a member of the Fort Collins Rotary Club and can be 
reached at dave.stewart@stewartenv.com 

 
For most of the 20th century, conflict in the Middle East between Israel and its Arab neighbors had 
increased with time.  Global leaders warned of the so called water wars in the Middle East. 1   This 
issue has only increased with the additional pressures of climate change, natural disasters, 
increasing aridity, mismanagement of existing supplies and not being able to meet the daily 
domestic water needs. 
 
When researching conflicts over water, there are three good case studies to review.  The first is 
the Palestinian – Israeli conflict over the Jordon River.  The second is the division of the Colorado 
River and among the seven states and Mexico developed in the 1920’s.  The third is the future of 
how water is being shared under new terms developed in the 2010’s for water of the Colorado 
River. 

                                                           
1 Don’t Politicize Water, Foreign Policy, Weinthal, Erika and Zawahri, Neda, September 17, 2020 

mailto:dave.stewart@stewartenv.com


I was president of Engineers Without 
Borders – USA from 2009 to 2011.  At 
one of the national conferences in 
Seattle WA (2008), we had members of 
the EWB chapters of Israel and Palestine 
present on how they were sharing water.  
It is generally understood that water is a 
precocious commodity in the Middle 
East.  In this area, the water is shared 
between Palestine settlements (West 
Bank), Israel, and Jordon.  In the 1950’s, 
President Eisenhower sent a delegation 
to help resolve this issue.2  While this 
agreement was never signed, it did set up 
a framework in which to share water.   
In the EWB conference, it was stated by 
both engineers that water was too 
precious to politicize, and that sharing 
was the upmost importance.  As shown 
by Figure 2-1 of the FoEME report, water 
does not follow political boundaries.  The 
water will only follow geographical and 
topographical boundaries.  In this case, 
the three entities needed to share the 
resource of the Jordon River along with 
the various groundwater sources.  This 
was complicated by the political aspects 
of the conflict in the area with various 
expansions of territories. 
The lesson learned over the past seven decades in this conflict in the Middle East is that nothing 
will be solved without people coming together for discussions on both sides of the argument.  
The differences between people need to be resolved to help all the parties involved.  They 
needed to find an equitable solution for all the entities. 

                                                           
2 An Agreement to Share Water Between Israelis and Palestinians: The FoEME Proposal, Brooks, David B and Trottier, 
Julie, March 2012  



The Colorado River had the same issue.  
In this case, there were seven states and 
the country of Mexico that were trying 
to share the same resource.  If you were 
to take the GNP of this water basin, it 
would be equal to the 5th largest 
economy in the world. 3  The Colorado 
River Compact  agreement was set up in 
the 1920’s.  The upper basin states 
(Colorado, Wyoming, Utah and New 
Mexico) had the water resource in the 
snowpack within each state.  The lower 
basin states (California, Nevada and 
Arizona) needed the use of the water for 
agriculture.  A sharing arrangement was 
made between the seven states and 
Mexico and ra 
 
The issue was that the hydrology of the 
1920’s showed that the basin produced 
about 18 MAF (Million Acre Feet) per 
year.  The split was to have 7.5 MAF go 
to the upper basin states and 7.5 MAF 
go to the lower basin states.  Mexico 

also got 1.5 MAF.  This volume of water was to be delivered between the upper basin and the 
lower basin on a 10 year rolling average.   
 
The third case study was that the basin now produces about 12 MAF in the last 20 years.  The 
conflict increased with changes to the amount of water available due to climate change, 
inefficient management of the water resource and a decrease in the amount of water available 
due to natural disasters like wildfires.  Approximately 40 million people depend on the resources 
of this river for water and power.   
 
In the middle 2010’s, a new agreement was reached to institute a sharing arrangement when the 
water flows decrease.  This is the Colorado River Drought Contingency Plan of 2021.   
This plan requires the upper basin states to deliver water to the lower basin states and Mexico 
when there is a shortage of available water or else not use some of their allocated water to 
deliver to the lower basin states.  The lower basin states are required to also use less water as 
part of this overall plan requirements.  This agreement only happened when the 7 states and 
Mexico came to the table to negotiate their various points.  
  
What does this mean for the future?  The premise of this paper is that bringing people together 
to solve the environmental, social and economic issues is the best method of accomplishing our 
joint goals.   
When you start looking at the water supplies on this planet, there are several items that become 
apparent: 

                                                           
3 Discussion with Mr. James Eklund, past Colorado River Water Commissioner 



1. The amount of water on the planet does not change.  The amount is the same, it is just 
what form it is in and where it is found. 

2. We have twice as much brackish water on this planet when compared to fresh water.  
The amount of seawater is even greater.  This is depicted in the world map below.  
How can we use alternative sources of water to help resolve this issue? 

3. We have seen solutions for water issues become reality when people come together 
to discuss all the issues and work together toward an equitable solution.  Not 
everyone gets everything they want but overall the solution is best for the entire 
community. 

How can Rotary play a role in this situation?  Rotary is known for having discussions of difficult 
topics to provide solutions that are amenable to most everyone.  Rotary should take a roll in 
starting the discussion with different groups in different areas to provide a solution that is best 
for the entire geographical area.  These discussions will potentially lead to new solutions that 
others have not considered.  This will need to include all the different areas of expertise, such as 
engineering, sociology, environmental science, entrepreneurs, and business.  Governments 
cannot solve this problem.  We need to find the various entities like Rotary to help resolve this 
water crisis and not politicize the issue.  Politization will not lead to a solution but to a greater 
conflict.  We need solutions which involve all parties for this critical issue and resource.  “Is it fair 
to all concerned”, which is part of the 4 Way test 
for the Rotary Foundation. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



WHAT WOULD THE RIVER SAY? 

Starting a conversation about the role of Nature in decision making 
 

Gary Wockner PhD (Environmental Geography, University of Colorado-Boulder) serves as the 
Executive Director and Jennifer Sunderland serves the Coordinator for the Save the Poudre 

organization in Fort Collins. Gary can be reached by email (gary@garywockner.com) or by phone 
(970-218-8310). Jennifer can be reached by email (info@SavethePoudre.org). 

 

A global movement is underway to establish that nature has fundamental rights, just as humans 
do. The Rights of Nature are now recognized in over a dozen countries and many communities 
around the earth. Establishing the rights of individual waterways is an important step towards 
recognizing the rights of all nature. The Rights of Rivers are being recognized from Bolivia’s Rio 
Atrato to the Whanganui River in New Zealand and to Nederland’s Boulder Creek, here in 
Colorado. 

 

What Rights does Nature have? 

According to our current U.S. laws, nature actually has few, if any, rights. We’ve created an 
anthropocentric legal system for the sole benefit of humans as opposed to an ecocentric legal 
system that considers all of the life and ecosystems of Earth. 

 
The concepts and beliefs intrinsic to Rights of Nature though have existed for thousands of years 
and have been practiced and are still practiced in many indigenous cultures. All human cultures 
have roots in traditional bodies of knowledge that recognize the intertwined relationship of 
humans with the rest of the natural world.  The Rights of Nature movement recognizes 
Nature’s inherent right to flourish above and beyond the human sphere. 

 

Why Recognize the Rights of Nature and Rivers? 

Like all of Nature, rivers are threatened by humankind’s insatiable consumption of the planet. 
Dams, diversions, and pollution threaten the life of earth’s rivers and their watersheds. Some 
rivers have disappeared entirely, either from depletion of their flow or because we have 
disconnected them from their ecosystem and encased them in concrete beneath our cities. 

 
It has become clear that our current system of environmental law is unable to protect the 
integrity of our water system and nature. Rights of Nature is a strategy of environmentalism 
and environmental law across the planet and the U.S. to transform our relationship with 
nature. Instead of seeing water and rivers as systems in servitude to humans - commodities to 
be owned and exploited - a Rights of Nature framework acknowledges that nature has its own 
interests which must be respected by humans for our own good. The Rights of Nature 
movement signifies a change in our relationship with nature. 

 

What does it mean to Recognize the Right of a River? 

In practice, respecting the Rights of Nature means it will no longer be acceptable or legal, to 
exploit Nature to a point of near collapse. For a river this means ensuring the river’s rights to 
flow, to support essential functions within its ecosystems, and to maintain native biodiversity. 
The river’s watershed also has the rights to exist, to integral health, to regenerate, to evolve, 
and to be restored. 

mailto:gary@garywockner.com
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Will the Rights of Nature Work to protect Rivers? 

Rights of Nature is not an instant fix to our environmental crises. It is the start of a cultural 
transformation that will require a change of outlook throughout civil society. Though slow, the 
Rights of Nature movement is creating a framework for radical thought AND action. 

 
In Nederland, the local government has committed to considering Rights of Nature in all town 
actions and decisions that concern Boulder Creek and its watershed. This means that the Town 
will always consider the overarching health of the Creek and watershed, just as it considers the 
well-being of its residents. What would the Creek say? 

 
The Rights of Nature movement offers hope for sparking more conversations about the role of 
Nature in decision making in Nederland and other communities. The Nederland resolution 
allows the Town Board to appoint guardians whose role is to come before the board and speak 
on behalf of Boulder Creek and its watershed.  It also creates an opportunity for any person in 
Nederland to come before the town board and speak on behalf of nature. 

 

Excerpt from a Ron Koertge’s poem - First Grade 

Until then, every forest 

had wolves in it, we thought 

it would be fun to wear snowshoes 

all the time, and we could talk to water. 
 

Let’s remember how to talk to water. And more importantly, how to listen to what it has to say. 
 

WATER AS A SYMBOL OF LIFE AND DEATH: WATER WARS 

Robert N. Meroney, Ph.D. is a Rotarian and an Emeritus Professor of Fluid Mechanics and 
Wind Engineering with a long career at Colorado State University. He can be reached at 

Robert.Meroney@ColoState.EDU 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
“Whiskey is for drinking: Water is for fighting over.” – often attributed to Mark Twain but no 

source can be found that quotes words before 1984!   
 
“My works are like water. The works of the great masters are like wine. But everyone drinks 

water.”   - From Mark Twain's Notebook, 1885” 
 
Water has fascinated mankind from the beginnings of civilization.  It is universally praised for 
its lifegiving essence and its ability to purify and cleanse.  Most major religions celebrate its 
cleansing symbolism through washing ceremonies, baptism, rebirth, and fertility.  

mailto:Robert.Meroney@ColoState.EDU
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Alternatively, water is feared when there is too much or too little due to floods, storms, or 
drought.    
 
Water has been held as sacred in all the world’s religions.4  The Christian Bible has over 40 
passages that speak of the hardship and famine associated with drought, the subsequent fire 
that devours pastures, the flames that burn the fields, the panting of the animals, and the lack 
of water is seen as a curse of God resulting from the misbehavior of man.  The Islamic Koran 
promises severe punishments for those who allow pollution or defiling of water sources.  
Dramatically in the Book of Revelations in the Bible are passages that describe the “final 
days” of the Apocalypse where man will suffer severely due to the disappearance of water.  
This was depicted in art drawn by Basil Wolverton for the Wolverton Bible (2009), that makes 
special reference to Revelations 6:5-6.  
   

“When the lamb[a] opened the third seal, I heard 
the third living creature say, “Go!” I looked, and 
there was a black horse! Its rider held a scale in 
his hand.” 

“I heard what sounded like a voice from among 
the four living creatures, saying, “One day’s ration 
of wheat for a day’s wage, or three day’s ration of 
barley for a day’s wage! But don’t damage the 
olive oil or the wine!” 

These ancient verses seem to be a prophesy of modern concerns about the lack of and 
competition for potable water.  In 2003 a UNESCO project authored by Wolf et. al. identified 
1831 water conflicts over transboundary basis between 1950 to 2000.5   In April 2012 the 
U.S. State Department published a national security assessment prepared by the National 
Intelligence Council predicting that water scarcity could disrupt the United States and three 
continents by 2030.6   
 

 …by 2030, agriculture, industry, and expanding cities on three continents will face such 
scarce supplies that the confrontation could disrupt economic development and cause 
ruinous political instability, … 

 …unless there are serious changes in conservation and water use practices, global water 
demand will reach 6,900 billion cubic meters (1,800 trillion gallons) annually by 2030, a 
figure that is about 2,400 billion cubic meters (634 trillion gallons) higher than today. 
The authors of the report concluded that level of consumption is “40 percent above 
current sustainable water supplies,” and will “hinder the ability of key countries to 
produce food and generate energy, posing a risk to global food markets and hobbling 
economic growth.” 

 

                                                           
4 Civililta dell’ Acqua,  Pure, Good, Divine: the Sacredness of Water in History, Drops of Water 7, UNEWSCO 
http://www.unesco.org/new/fileadmin/MULTIMEDIA/FIELD/Venice/pdf/special_events/bozza_scheda_DOW_7_1.0.
pdf  
5 Wolf A., Yoffe S., Giordano M., International Waters: Indicators for Identifying basins at risk, PCCP project, UNESCO, 
2003 
6 Walton, Brett (2012), “National Security Assessment: Water Scarcity Disrupting U.S. and Three Continents,” 
https://www.circleofblue.org/2012/world/national-security-assessment-water-scarcity-disrupting-u-s-and-three-
continents/  

http://www.unesco.org/new/fileadmin/MULTIMEDIA/FIELD/Venice/pdf/special_events/bozza_scheda_DOW_7_1.0.pdf
http://www.unesco.org/new/fileadmin/MULTIMEDIA/FIELD/Venice/pdf/special_events/bozza_scheda_DOW_7_1.0.pdf
https://www.circleofblue.org/2012/world/national-security-assessment-water-scarcity-disrupting-u-s-and-three-continents/
https://www.circleofblue.org/2012/world/national-security-assessment-water-scarcity-disrupting-u-s-and-three-continents/
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It is highly likely that water will be used as a weapon of war or a tool of terrorism.  Conflict is 
likely particularly in South Asia, the Middle East, and North Africa. Specific water basins at 
risk include the Nile in Egypt, Sudan, and Ethiopia, the Tigris and Euphrates in Iraq, the 
Mekong in China and Southeast Asia, the Jordan between Israel and the Palestinian 
territories, the Indus and the Brahmaputra in India and South Asia, and the Amu Darya in 
Central Asia.  Floods, scarce and poor-quality water, poverty, social tensions, poor leadership, 
and weak governments can lead to failure of numerous states.   
 
The Pacific Institute in Oakland, CA, does policy analysis on issues of environmental security 
with an emphasis on freshwater.7  They maintain a chronological table of history water 
conflicts (926 incidents from 3000 BC to present) and an interactive map showing the 
location of conflicts.  The table even includes the 2019 eco-vandalism of the water system 
near Berthoud Pass in the Colorado Rocky Mountains which disrupted water deliveries for 
several days, caused $1 million in damage, and was linked to tensions over water diversions 
from the Colorado River basin to Denver and other Front Range communities.8    
 
Despite these negative indicators, it is important to acknowledge the hundreds of treaties and 
agreements that are in place that encourage cooperation and water sharing. Globally there is 
a very positive precedent for peaceful resolution of water problems.  The U.S. is a global 
leader in water management and technology that could help improve faming methods and 
irrigation efficiency (still where 70% of water is used) throughout the world.  
 
An example of positive U.S. involvement was the help provided by Colorado State University 
researchers in 1976 during the construction of the Tarbela dam across the Indus River Valley 
in Pakistan.  The Tabela Dam is the largest earth filled dam in the world, and it was built with 
U.S. and World Bank encouragement to diffuse water resource tensions between India and 
Pakistan that were close to armed conflict.9  The dam provides irrigation, flood control, and 
6,300 MW of hydroelectric power.  Sadly, even today tensions persist between Pakistan and 
India over water use, fears of diversion of water by India that would create artificial water 
shortage or flooding in Pakistan, fears of sabotage, terrorism, and independent projects by 
both India and Pakistan that might violate the spirit of the Indus Water agreement.10 
 

 
CONSULT VISIONARY FRAMEWORKS 

 William Timpson, Ph.D. is Professor Emeritus at Colorado State University in its School of 
Education and a member of the Fort Collins Rotary Club. He can be reached at 

william.timpson@colostate.edu. 
 
In my 2019 book, Learning Life’s Lessons, I raised issues about a sustainable water supply. 
Completed in March of 1936, the Hoover Dam on the Colorado River in Nevada was a massive 
public works project during the Great Depression in the United States. The dam was intended to 
help control floods, provide irrigation water and produce hydroelectric power, all potentially 
positive factors in something sustainable, i.e., that would contribute to the interconnected health 

                                                           
7 Pacific Institute web site  https://pacinst.org/    https://www.worldwater.org/water-conflict/  
8 Smith, J. 2019. “Eco-vandals shut down high country water diversions bound for Front Range, causing $1 million in 
damage.” Water Education Colorado, August 14. Accessed August 26, 2019.     
https://www.watereducationcolorado.org/fresh-water-news/eco-vandals-shut-down-high-country-water-diversions-
bound-for-the-front-range-causing-1-million-in-damage/  
9 History of Indus Waters Treaty  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Indus_Waters_Treaty  
10 Potential water conflicts https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Indus_Waters_Treaty#Treaty_under_scrutiny  

mailto:william.timpson@colostate.edu
https://pacinst.org/
https://www.worldwater.org/water-conflict/
https://www.watereducationcolorado.org/fresh-water-news/eco-vandals-shut-down-high-country-water-diversions-bound-for-the-front-range-causing-1-million-in-damage/
https://www.watereducationcolorado.org/fresh-water-news/eco-vandals-shut-down-high-country-water-diversions-bound-for-the-front-range-causing-1-million-in-damage/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Indus_Waters_Treaty
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Indus_Waters_Treaty#Treaty_under_scrutiny
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of the environment, society and the economy, the “triple bottom line.”  A concrete structure of 
this size had never been built before and some of the techniques used were unproven. However, 
once completed problems with impacts on the environment became clear. For six years as Lake 
Mead filled, virtually no water reached the mouth of the river in Mexico and real damage was 
done to the downriver surroundings including plants and native fish species. The following “tip” is 
adapted from #12 in 147 Practical Tips for Teaching Sustainability.  
 

Think about the Hoover Dam and its impact. What could have been anticipated? What 
could not have been known and what options exist for remediation of the damage done.  
David Schaller, formerly with the Environmental Protection Agency, notes that everything 
in nature is connected and that nature is constantly making itself anew and taking itself 
apart again for the benefit of the larger system. He insists that there is never any waste or 
unemployment in nature and that in nature, change is constant but the time scales are 
often long and the feedback loops difficult to observe. Schaller wants us to slow down and 
observe so that we can see the causes and effects of the change that is going on around 
and under us, and thus understand better the richness of the systems framework. He also 
wants us to challenge narrow, disciplinary, short-term approaches with systems thinking 
and inspiration can follow. 
  

Adapt exercises to stretch and build learning and systems thinking capabilities by using Booth 
Sweeney and Meadows (2010) The Systems Thinking Playbook. Have people practice using 
interdisciplinary thinking. Develop assignments that have them draw on ideas, principles, theories, 
metaphors and more from their various subjects. 
 

SKILLS NEEDED FOR RECONCILIATION 

 

Lloyd Thomas, Ph.D. is a longstanding member of the Fort Collins Rotary Club, a licensed 
psychologist and a life coach with a long history of writing regular columns. He can be reached at 

ljtdat@aol.com 
 

  
The term, “reconciliation” has a variety of meanings.  It can define a process (verb) or an outcome 
(noun).  Today, I use both definitions as necessary and critical elements involved in healing broken 
interpersonal relationships.  Some skills needed for effective reconciliation can be used in 
friendships, marital relationships, communities, and even in international relations. Conflicts over 
water can touch on any or all of these areas.  
 
In The Handbook of Interethnic Coexistence (edited by Eugene Weiner), Louis Kriesberg writes, 
“The term ‘reconciliation’ generally refers to the process of developing a mutual conciliatory 
accommodation between antagonistic or formerly antagonistic persons or groups.  It often refers 
to a relatively amicable relationship, typically established after a rupture in the relationship 
involving one-sided or mutual infliction of extreme injury.”  What are some of the skills or 
elements used to create, repair or develop such a “relatively amicable relationship.”  Here are but 
a few. 
  
CONTRITION AND FORGIVENESS.  The perpetrators of “extreme injury” need to acknowledge their 
harmful actions and feel “contrite” for them.  The “victims” of such injury need to be willing to 
forgive the perpetrators for those same actions.  Keep in mind that forgiveness is not condoning 
or approving of such actions.  It is necessary in order for victims to avoid maintaining their anger 

mailto:ljtdat@aol.com
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or resentment and relinquishing any notions/actions of retaliation or vengeance. 
  
HONEST DIALOGUE AND ANALYSIS.  The environment where honest dialogue can safely begin, 
must be secure for both parties and any third-party mediators catalyzing the process.  In 1999, 
Ronald J. Fisher writes, "...full, successful reconciliation between alienated groups [couples or 
nations] cannot take place without an adequate degree of genuine dialogue and conflict analysis 
of a mutual, interactive nature... "  (The New Agenda for Peace Research edited by Howon 
Jeong).  This environment/group is often referred to as “Mediation Experts” or  “Truth 
Commissions.”  Both parties need to feel listened to and understood before any “negotiations” 
can occur. 
  
BOTH PARTIES MUST BE PROACTIVE.  Each party seeks to actively create and focus on a 
relationship wherein they can share their genuine perceptions, feelings and experiences of one 
another with the intentions of creating new perceptions and new shared experiences.  They need 
to be “open minded” …receptive to new information and behaviors. 
  
A MUTUAL DESIRE TO MOVE INTO A NEW AND SATISFACTORY RELATIONSHIP...wherein conflicts 
are resolved without war, violence, or anyone “winning at any costs.”  Critical to creating and 
sustaining any mutually satisfying outcomes include: Learning and practicing new habits/attitudes 
of problem-solving, maintaining dignity and respect for everyone involved, sharing the benefits 
derived from reconciliation and sustaining the outcomes that satisfy all stake holders (e.g. 
cooperation, collaboration, mutual support, etc.).  Malvern Lumsden writes, “…violent [selfish] 
attitudes, and their consequences, need not be perpetuated if the right [reconciliation] strategies 
can be implemented, but they will persist if nothing is done to counter their influence.”  (Breaking 
the Cycle of Violence: Three Zones of Social Reconstruction. In Howon Jeong, ed., The New Agenda 
for Peace Research. 
  
JUSTICE FOR ALL MUST BE THE END GOAL.  The common goals of reconciliation must 

include: agreed upon outcomes; plans for future sustainability; compatibility with the agreed upon 

rules; and fair and “equal justice under the laws of the land.” In an article by Charles Lerche, there 

appears the following: “Here again, there is need to see reconciliation in a context where, instead 

of replacing or undermining retributive justice [vengeful actions]; , it [reconciliation] can 

potentially serve as a "bridge" from a past where such justice was denied and a present where it is 

not yet practically and politically possible to a future where, hopefully, it can become an integral 

part of the social [or relational] order…Put more simply, successful [reconciliation] should 

include establishing an effective [set of rules, or] legal system, or reinforcing the foundations of 

one that already exists. Over the longer run, however, the [reconciliation] must itself come to 

reflect and reinforce human needs.” (“Peace Building Through Reconciliation” by Charles Lerche 

in The International Journal of Peace Studies, Vol. 5, No. 2, Autum/Winter 2000).  Both parties 

need to create within themselves new habits of resolving conflicts, new habits of self-assertiveness 

as well as new habits of acknowledging and respecting individual differences. 

  
 Finally, I want to share a couple conclusions by Lerche when he wrote in The International Journal 
of Peace Studies, “National reconciliation, as a political exercise, may through ‘coming to terms 
with the past,’ save the state but not necessarily heal the society; and post-conflict societies run 
the risk of exchanging political for criminal or structural violence.  Unless specifically and directly 
addressed, violence as a symptom of a violent culture will remain.” (Ibid above)  As U.S. citizens, 
we need to ask ourselves, “Are we willing to address the symptoms of our violent culture (awash 
in guns created for military conflicts)?” 
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 Lerche concludes: “reconciliation should include the search for a model of governance and social 
relations that enables all groups in society to deal equitably and creatively with conflict. This is a 
long term project involving hit or miss efforts to found and perfect new institutions in both the 
public sector and civil society.”   Everyone who wants to build peaceful relationships in the world 
needs to become more proactively involved in ameliorating personal and inter-group tensions 
before violence/coercion erupts! 
 

*** 
 

PRIORITIES OF THE ROTARY FOUNDATION 
 
See the RI website: https://my.rotary.org/en/learning-reference/about-rotary/our-priorities. You 
can find some of our past issues at the Rotary District 5440 website: 
https://www.rotary5440.org/sitepage/peace-building-newsletters. Future issues may explore the 
following: SEPTEMBER—Leaving Afghanistan? If you have ideas for future topics, please send them 
to any of our writers. 

https://my.rotary.org/en/learning-reference/about-rotary/our-priorities
https://www.rotary5440.org/sitepage/peace-building-newsletters

