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As the term "social justice" is thrown around a lot today it would be good for us to think 

through that terminology. The term "social" is a term that describes society. With this we are 
dealing with people and facets of our society that effect those people's lives in this world. So now 
just stop and think for a minute about what all you could say in describing people and describing 
aspects of society. As we break up people and society into two categories we can start breaking 
down those two categories into more categories. And then into more categories. And on and on 
and on. Soon we will find out how extensive that gets. Just on a census survey alone we can start 
to see this. The survey asks about your race. First you need to check a box of whether you are 
white, black or African American, American Indian or Alaskan Native, Asian, Pacific Islander, 
Chinese, etc. Then under that box (for most of them) you print more detail like for example for 
the white section you need to print whether you are German, Irish, English, Italian, Lebanese, 
Egyptian, etc. That's just "race." What about sex, hair color, eye color, right-handed/left-handed, 
height, weight, disabilities, shoe size, etc? And that's just the physical in one sense. What about 
emotional categories? What about spiritual categories? Do you see how it can go on and on in 
just describing the people themselves in a society? We haven't even broken ground on the aspects 
of society itself yet. So with the aspects of society, are we talking about education, jobs, 
economics, entertainment, government, law enforcement, business, residence, etc? What about 
all the categories that fall underneath those broader categories? It is limitless. So the term 
"social" and what it can refer to is limitless. 

What about the other term, "justice?" So when we talk about "social justice" and try to 
fight for it, what type of justice are we seeking, what standard does that justice line up to, and in 
what way can this justice be achieved? These are fundamental questions that must be answered. 
When you seek to add an adjective in front of justice you are trying to change the standard that is 
inherent in what justice is, fundamentally. You are trying to make that standard a subjective one. 
This naturally happens, because then the adjective (like "social" in social justice) creates a 
moldable framework that can be determined by the molder in how justice is sought after. So 
whoever adds the adjective is the one who determines the standard. They become the judge. This 
is a corruption at the core of justice, because it takes the objective and makes it subjective. 
Justice is an objective term and must be treated as such. One that cannot be made subjective no 
matter how hard one tries or how much they think they've achieved this. If justice is narrowed 
down to fit a certain area like "social" justice then it creates a separation where there can be no 
separation. Justice is to be just justice with no adjective added, because if there is to be justice in 
one area then there may or may not be justice in another area. That would be, in essence, 
injustice. Or at least the possibility of it, which conceptually proves the point. Justice is objective 
and must have an objective standard that is judged by someone who is totally objective in their 
judgment. Making the objective subjective is a product of post modern ideologies. 

Justice demands a standard and presupposes that there is a standard that is to be adhered 
to, so that justice is achieved. Whatever type of justice it is. Doing a simple search in the 
dictionary we can see that justice means the quality of being righteous, equitable, morally 
upright, fair. Given that this is "social" justice then the quality of being righteous, equitable, 
morally upright, fair must be present in everything "social." Everything that is a part of society. 
This creates a major problem and an impossible standard given the limitlessness of what all goes 
into society as you may remember from earlier. Another problem that comes along with all this 
is, who is the one who determines whether or not social justice is achieved? There must be 



someone who determines this. Put 50 social justice warriors in a room and many will have 
different answers as to what needs to be achieved and how. Right now the issue is with "racism." 
What if the racism part of social justice was fixed, then what? What's next on the list? And if that 
next thing is fixed then what after that? Given the limitless depth of what society is, the amount 
of issues that have to meet the standard of justice must be limitless as well. Plus, according to the 
social justice narrative of today it must mean then that all social issues that need justice must be 
met with the same fervor and the same criteria otherwise there's inherent bias in the system. And 
boy, we can't have that.

To compound the issues more we also have to recognize that the person(s) themselves 
must meet the standard for justice in their nature or characteristics. To seek social righteousness 
the person who is seeking it has to be righteous themselves. They have to be fair, equitable, and 
morally upright in their person and the actions that flow from them. And this they need to be 
perfect in, because the standard for justice demands it. If it does not meet it or does not require it 
then there is bias. This would be a contradiction within the core of the system. By definition it 
would be injustice. And you can't have injustice when seeking justice. 

For a movement that seeks justice, can there be partiality within that movement for them 
to truly seek justice, let alone achieve it? Wouldn't any hint of partiality on the part of the people 
within that movement negate what they do to bring justice? Inherent bias would mean inherent 
hypocrisy, which would uproot the core of what justice is. Justice, again, is the quality of being 
righteous, equitable, morally upright, impartial. So whether it is seeking "social" justice or 
"climate" justice or "transformative" justice or "whatever" justice, all efforts have to meet the 
standard of what justice demands in not only the actions of the individuals involved, but their 
intentions as well. That standard is total justice in all aspects of all circumstances toward all 
causes. 

Let's look at this from another angle. Justice is a legal term that presents a legal situation. 
This legal situation, in every instance, involves a judge, an issue to be judged, a standard of how 
to achieve justice in that situation, and a verdict by the judge on whether or not justice was 
achieved or not. Given these necessary components, the defining one that will dictate the rest is 
the quality of the judge. The character and ability of the one who is to be the judge. There has to 
be a judge and this judge has to be able to judge any given situation according to the standard 
that justice itself demands. That standard is righteousness, moral rightness, impartiality. This is 
the standard that must stay the same for every case. Every case judged must be judged by this 
standard. So the judge themselves must be able to judge in this way in every case. There cannot 
be any fluctuating within that standard from case to case. If there is then there is inherent bias 
within the judgments. This presents a major problem in any attempt by any human to achieve 
any justice in any given situation in this world. That is why any justice that is sought after 
outside the boundaries of God's law and God's church is by nature unjust. More specifically, 
justice must be interpreted in light of the cross of Christ. 

All justice flows out of the person and work of Jesus whether it is through the lens of His 
work in redemption or His rule as King of kings and Lord of lords. The first way justice flows 
out of the person and work of Jesus is through His rule as King of kings and Lord of lords over 
creation itself in a broad sense. God sets up authorities in the earth. All authority figures are His 
servants. When authorities rule based on principles that are from God’s law then there is justice. 
That goes for larger more widespread rule or for smaller more narrow local rule. God issues 
justice in the common world by means of His law. For example, whether they are a Christian or 



not if an authority figure does not allow abortion to be legal under they jurisdiction then they are 
acting justly and there can be justice for the pre-born. If someone advocates for abortion or 
allows abortion to happen under their rule then there is injustice. This goes for all social issues, 
which are all moral issues that are subject to God’s law. This is a part of God’s common grace 
where He works within His creation in a broader sense. This sense is meant to be a reflection of 
God’s holiness and a means by which sin is recognized and the gospel of salvation in Jesus can 
be proclaimed. This makes way for sinners to know their need for mercy in and through the 
righteousness of Jesus as the gospel is broadcast to this world. 

This brings us deeper to justice flowing out of the person and work of Jesus in His work 
of redemption. In His life, death, and resurrection justice was served to those who are outside of 
salvation in Him. The punishment that is to be executed for their sin against God is a certainty, 
because the only way out of that is to be covered by Jesus. Therefore all those outside of true 
salvation in Jesus will get what they deserve. For those who have been redeemed by Jesus He is 
the one who has taken their punishment, so what they don’t deserve is what they get, which is 
mercy and love. In light of that mercy and love those made alive in Christ can now show mercy 
to others and love others as themselves. This is a love that is a sacrificial, selfless love that is 
rooted in and flows out of Jesus and the truth that is in Him. Though imperfect in many ways this 
is the only place where a person out of their own heart can truly seek justice. Why? Because they 
walk with God. So to seek justice, to love mercy, and to walk humbly with God for the 
individual must start here and only starts here. Everywhere else is starting from a heart of stone.


