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Frank Goetz's Speech at the Peace Caucus,  
LWV National Convention 

June 14, 2008 
 
Good Morning 

Introduction 
My name is Frank Goetz, and, like you, I’m on a journey, looking for a path to peace and nonviolence. 
 
I wouldn’t be here today if my journey didn’t include, for the past year or so, membership in the League of 
Women Voters.  When I attended my first local chapter planning meeting and advocated for a Department of 
Peace, I was overwhelmed by the response from the Wheaton league.  They said: Go for it, Frank; advocate for 
a national study for the establishment of a U.S. Department of Peace and Nonviolence.   
 
I would not have been prepared for that planning meeting if my journey had not encountered the Peace 
Alliance, a network of volunteers across the country campaigning for a department of peace.  With a small staff,   
the Peace Alliance maintains a website with a wealth of information on the subject. 
 
I hope as you listen to me and Patty Kuderer from the Peace Alliance today, you ask yourself two questions: If 
not now, when? And If not the League, who? 
 
One of the first things that hit me when viewing the Peace Alliance website was that the legislation, House 
Resolution 808, not only had a very large list of co-sponsors, 67, but that they were all Democrats.  That raised 
a big red flag to me, and I hope that it does to you. 
 
Is this another political game?  It sure looks like one.  Is this a case of Democrats seizing the high ground of 
peace and condemning Republicans as war mongers?  Haven’t we seen too much of this in our government?  So 
where do we go from here? 
 
It’s easy to see where the legislation went.  To committee!  Tabled!  For true hawks, this would be the desired 
way to get on with business as usual.  But this was not the end of the story for me, and I hope to convince you 
that we can breathe new life into this legislation, starting right here in this caucus.  We can do this by discussing 
the pros and cons of a national LWV study and, like the Wheaton, Illinois league, reaching a consensus that this 
study is necessary. 

The Proposal 
First, let’s see what’s really at issue here.  The three main elements of HR 808, as I see it, are: 

1. A single department charged with coming up with the best nonviolent solutions to the most costly 
domestic and international disputes, 

2. A cabinet level position, Secretary of Peace and Nonviolence, and 
3. A Peace Academy elevated to be co-equal with West Point and Annapolis. 

 
Patty will take you through the specifics of these and other aspects of the proposed reorganization of our 
government.  I want to concentrate on four impacts of this structural change that could begin transforming us 
from a culture of violence to a culture of peace: 

1. Violence Reduction, 
2. Peacemaking Credibility, 
3. New Peacebuilding Tools, and 
4. A Message: “We Get It.” 

 
Let us journey down these four paths to peace. 
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Violence Reduction 

 
In case you haven’t noticed, we are a very violent society.  As our youth reach adulthood these days they will 
have witnessed an estimated 200,000 acts of violence, mostly on TV.  This affects all of us in the way we 
understand violence, speak about it, accept it, react to it, and deal with it.  We tend to view the statistics with a 
jaundiced eye.  Here are some provided by the Peace Alliance Foundation, in its series, Hope on the Horizon, in 
a report by Marianne H. Perez, “Making Cents of Peacebuilding” in October, 2006.   
 
How much violence do we have?  The answer is too much.  In 2004, for example, an estimated 1,367,000 
violent crimes occurred nationwide.  Of these, aggravated assaults comprised 62 percent; robbery, 29 percent; 
rape, 7 percent; and murder, 1 percent.  That means across the United States in 2004, there was: 

¥ A violent crime every 23 seconds, 
¥ A murder every 33 minutes, 
¥ A rape every 6 minutes, 
¥ A robbery every minute, and 
¥ An aggravated assault every 37 seconds. 

 
During 2005 even more violent crimes were committed, resulting in 469 crimes per 100,000 inhabitants. 
 
Domestic violence is a euphemism for pain, anguish, lives cut short, families torn asunder, women raped and 
humiliated, children turned into orphans, lives permanently marred and scarred, youth with no hope for, or even 
expectation of a future, gangs fueled by drugs and easy access to guns, and communities locked in fear and 
distrust.   
 
Domestic violence is also very expensive.  The World Health Organization estimates that domestic violence 
costs taxpayers 300 billion dollars annually.  One would think that this alone would be a clarion call to bring 
violence down.  But, having no Department of Peace and Nonviolence, there is no such call or even a national 
strategy in place to decrease violence at home. 
 
Shouldn’t we be looking into the root causes of all of this violence and developing a strategy of prevention and 
reduction? 
 
Beyond all the pain and cost of domestic violence, we seem to be oblivious to how it impacts our reputation in 
the world.  So next on our path we examine the credibility issue. 
 

Peacemaking Credibility 
 
We are the only superpower in the world and we have military bases virtually everywhere.  We proclaim 
repeatedly that we seek only to protect our interests and our goal is peace.  But how credible are we?  The Pew 
Global Attitudes Project, in their report released June 13, 2006, shows that Favorable Opinions of the U. S. - 
starting with a baseline provided by the Office of Research, U.S. Department of State 1999/2000 Survey results 
- have declined significantly in six years.  Here are trends in Favorable Opinions of the United States of some 
key allies: 

Country 1999/2000 2006 
Great Britain 83 % 56 % 
France 62 % 39 % 
Germany 78 % 37 % 
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Spain 50 % 23 % 
Indonesia 75% 30 % 
Turkey 52 % 12 % 
Japan 77% 63 % 
 
Our credibility has suffered for many reasons.   
 
One factor has to be our attitude toward violence, both at home and abroad.  No one can challenge us militarily, 
but we continue to increase our defense budget – now constituting about 51 percent of our discretionary 
expenditures – and despite arms control treaties, we continue to develop new weapons. 
 
Most of us are familiar with the refrain, “Let there be peace on earth, and let it begin with me.”  To the 
peacemaker, the logic is irrefutable.  Wisely, the Department of Peace and Nonviolence proposal emphasizes 
putting our own house in order while dealing with international disputes.  We can and must restore our 
credibility in the world by emphasizing a new approach to conflict resolution using 21st century tools for peace 
building. 
 

New Peacebuilding Tools 
 
Our national toolkit of nonviolent approaches to both domestic and international conflicts is currently quite 
sparse.  Our major tool domestically is incarceration.  For violent offenses it is certainly appropriate, but it 
should not be the sole tool, unless the sole purpose is punishment.  A peaceful society seeks restitution, 
reconciliation, and rehabilitation.  Although this sounds more difficult, it is much healthier and less costly for 
society. 
 
Incarceration, especially extended incarceration, for nonviolent offenses, almost always exacerbates the 
problem.  Root causes such as drug addiction and alcohol abuse are rarely dealt with.  This contributes heavily 
to our high recidivism rates.  Everyone knows that violence begets violence, but the practice of using 
increasingly longer jail times is our standard approach to nonviolent offenses. 
 
Incarceration is expensive; it has been compared to the cost of a college education.  Yet, more than any other 
country, we rely on it.  According to a NY Times article of April 23, 2008, the United States, with less than five 
percent of the world’s population, has almost twenty five percent of the world’s prisoners.   
 
Incarceration doesn’t solve conflicts; it mostly places a wall of separation between the prisoner and virtually 
every person in his or her support structure.  From the moment of incarceration, this person becomes a prisoner 
who needs to be punished.  Fine!  But how is society dealing with the pain inflicted on that person’s children, 
spouse, employer, relatives, loved ones, and people who might have depended quite strongly on that person for 
sustenance?  Who looks on the other side of that wall to a community deprived of one person?  Unless the 
person had absolutely no redeeming value, that wall disturbs the peace.  As Mother Teresa reminded us, “If we 
have no peace, it is because we have forgotten that we belong to one another.” 
 
Incarceration in the United States recently achieved a new world record.  We have succeeded in incarcerating 
more than one percent of our adult population.  All we had were news accounts.  No celebrations.  And, 
unfortunately, no wake-up calls to attack the problem of domestic violence with either new thinking or a new 
sense of urgency. 
 



A Path to Peace and Nonviolence 
 

6/10/2008 Page 4 of 6 Path to Peace.doc 

Almost the opposite is true.  The prison system has become a major part of our economy.  Many rural 
communities depend on a prison to create a sufficient number of jobs.  This distorted sense of priorities has so 
influenced our culture, that almost all politicians have found it advantageous to project a “tough on crime” 
image.  Expressions like “zero tolerance” and “three strikes and you’re out” generally mean “throw away the 
keys.”  Little or no concern is given to the human costs of incarceration, realistic attempts to rehabilitate 
prisoners, the extremely limited opportunities for ex-offenders with criminal records to gain meaningful 
employment, or the scandalously high recidivism rates that result from these lacks.  Without a Department of  
Peace and Nonviolence, there is nothing in the federal government that can reverse this pattern in America. 
 
Our major tools internationally are diplomacy, threats, isolation, sanctions, embargos, targeted military strikes, 
and war.  Diplomacy seems to come to an end quickly, and thereafter, we only consider violent approaches in 
dealing with enemies.  But it doesn’t have to stay this way. 
 
Thanks in part to the U.S. Institute of Peace – which is funded by Congress at about 30 million dollars a year - 
undergraduate college Peace Studies courses are now being offered at 30-50 colleges and community colleges, 
and graduate level courses in Conflict Resolution are being taught in over 250 colleges.  These courses are, in 
effect, educating new generations in the nonviolent peacebuilding tools for the 21st century.  One of these tools 
is discussed in the Perez report as follows: 
 
The report begins by asking the reader to imagine: 

¥ reducing child abuse and neglect by 79%,  
¥ reducing maternal behavioral problems due to alcohol and drug abuse by 44%, 
¥ reducing the duration of dependency on Aid to Families with Dependent Children by 30 months. 

 
And then the report shows that such success has already been achieved by a program which existed for over 20 
years, called the Nurse Family Partnership.  The program, rigorously assessed by public policy experts, saves 
taxpayers $26,000 per at-risk family. 
 
This is just one example of many programs that could be implemented everywhere in the country.  But that’s 
not going to happen without a sufficient infrastructure including the strategy, focus, and resources that only a 
Department of Peace and Nonviolence could promote and manage. 
 
Effective conflict resolution involves a significant amount of research into the roots of the problem.  By 
concentrating both domestic and international disputes within the same organization, much of the research 
results can be archived for use in later cases and tracked over time.  Resolutions that stand the test of time can 
be used as models for the future; those that do not can be analyzed for flaws. 
 
Imagine the impact that a Department of Peace and Nonviolence could make by consolidating the finest talent 
pool of peacemakers available and bringing them together to create nonviolent solutions for a wide variety of 
conflicts, domestic, regional, tribal, and international.  Since the groundwork for nonviolent approaches to 
conflicts has already been laid, what else is needed to begin a transformation to peace? 
 

A Message: “We Get It.” 
 
Creation of a new department is not a trivial job; in fact it’s a really big deal.  The estimated operating cost will 
be about one percent of the budget.  But its presence alone is not sufficient.  For this reason the proposal 
includes two essential additions. 
 
The first addition is a voice, a Secretary of Peace and Nonviolence, which is a cabinet level position.  
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We are told that several current cabinet members have the responsibility for peace, including the Secretary of 
State and the Secretary of Defense.  However, these positions also carry the responsibility to advise the 
president on the use of more violent options such as sanctions, targeted military strikes, and war.  By not having 
a secretary who is free to devote all of his or her resources to the exploration of countless opportunities to 
defuse conflicts, correct misunderstandings, build trust, and prevent the escalation of violence, most of the 
options on the table lead to violence and sometimes, to unnecessary war. 
 
We seem to be afraid to have an undiluted voice of peace and nonviolence at the table when only violent so-
called solutions to international conflicts are discussed.  This imbalance is not an accident. 
 
President Dwight Eisenhower, in his farewell address almost half a century ago, warned us of the overwhelming 
influence in our government of the military-industrial complex.  Because this is such a large part of our 
economy, and because there is no voice for peace at the table, is it any wonder that almost every option dealing 
with an unfriendly country involves violence?  We need to balance our military and economic strength with 
moral strength if we want international respect and credibility. 
 
Each proposal by cabinet advisors to use force is presumed to solve some problem, yet each has consequences.  
And rarely are those consequences articulated and assessed.  Only an independent advocate of peace could do 
that objectively.  This would be the role of the Secretary of Peace and Nonviolence. 
 
The second addition is research.  The U.S. Institute of Peace would be elevated to a Peace Academy, and 
would work on a par with, and in cooperation with, our prestigious military academies.  
 
Just imagine the exciting opportunities that a Peace Academy would offer to the best and the brightest of each 
new generation.  What wonderful new careers could be spawned in peace research and conflict resolution in 
service to the nation!  And imagine all of the new energy that would emerge by engaging citizens all through 
our land who are passionate about wanting peace, including, I believe, the majority of league members. 
 
One of the most exciting prospects of this proposed Department of Peace and Nonviolence is its potential to 
significantly alter our culture, in association with the Peace Academy.  They would have a central repository of 
field tested best practices in nonviolent conflict resolution, along with training materials appropriate to each 
grade level from pre-school to graduate school.  These would become vital resources to every school district.  
Imagine the day when a child, who was teased or bullied at school, could discuss this with understanding 
parents and in nonviolent terms, and then devise a creative, nonviolent strategy to transform the situation.  It has 
happened, and it can become routine. 
Another exciting prospect is the transformation of our justice system.  There have been many field trials of 
restorative justice techniques being employed instead of using incarceration as the primary tool.  
 
How many people here are familiar with the term, restorative justice?  [Ask for show of hands and comment.] 
 
Restorative justice involves looking deeper into a conflict rather than focusing on punishing the guilty party.  In 
the 21st Century we need to give more flexibility to police departments and to court systems to involve more 
people in analyzing what really went wrong and how creatively we can make the punishment fit the crime, so 
that the entire community benefits from mistakes of the past.  By bringing all parties together in domestic 
violence cases, grievances can be aired, restoration planned, and reconciliation achieved, at much less cost and 
with much less lingering pain and anger than the typical jail scenario.  
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As we gain confidence in better conflict resolution skills at home, we can more confidently bring nonviolent 
resolution to disputes regionally and internationally. 
 
Now that we have traveled a bit on this path to peace and nonviolence, and my time has almost expired, I would 
like to mention why this has special interest to the League of Women Voters.  Women must be heard in our 
macho government.  It is no accident that every position taken by the League has an option for peace.  As 
Eleanor Roosevelt said, “It isn’t enough to talk about peace. One must believe in it.  One must work at it.”  
What other opportunity than this proposal offers such a comprehensive approach to work for peace? 
 
I’d like to conclude with an excerpt from a poem called, Protest, by Reverend J. Lynn James, and published in 
the June 2008 newsletter by the Wheaton Franciscans Collaborative Ministries: 
 

My protest shall be: 
To act with kindness when faced with hatred 

To plant a flower, raising beauty as my shield against the ugliness, 
To share my food, because others are hungry, 

To write a letter, instead of wringing my hands helplessly, 
To cry tears of grief and anger, so numbness can not overtake my heart, 

To refuse to fall for false reassurances and the tempting comforts of ignorance, 
To contribute my voice in outrage, when others are forced into silence, 

To immerse myself in the courage of others, when mine fails me, 
To speak the truth as I find it, humbly aware that it is not the whole truth, 

And, when I do not know how to love my enemies, to find a way to love their children. 
 

The Department of Peace and Nonviolence is a child of 200 years of legislation.  It is not frivolous or 
redundant.  It’s a new child.  Let’s find a way to love it, embrace it, nurture it, and finally turn it into the law of 
the land.   
 
Thanks for listening. 
 


