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� These quotes were assembled for a project at AMBS.
� The denominations/movements were chosen based on 

their inclusion in Ch. 16, “Pacifism in the Nineteenth 
Century,” in Christian Attitudes to War, Peace, and 
Revolution (John Howard Yoder, 2009).
� These slides do not give adequate reference information. 

For example, a significant portion of the general info on 
� These slides do not give adequate reference information. 

For example, a significant portion of the general info on 
each writer is from Wikipedia, but it is not cited.
� The original 85-minute presentation combined 100 slides, a 

4-page hand-out, and information I shared verbally.
� To make this a bit more accessible, I limited the slides to ~3 

per person, which significantly reduces the ability to draw 
conclusions; the data set is too small.



� Ideally, you should ask the following questions as you read, but the limited number 
of slides makes this analysis spurious:

� Are they positive or negative about improving society?

� Are they more focused on engagement or separation?

� Is government (and political involvement) viewed as positive or negative? In what 
ways? For whom?

� What are the types of reasons given for being against participation in military � What are the types of reasons given for being against participation in military 
combat—humanitarian, political, theological, historical, eschatological, etc.

� Are arguments more deontological (~do right) or teleological (~goal oriented)?

� Where is the primary focus—changing the world (international structures, national 
politics, society…) or changing the church (theology, practice, personal holiness, 
church culture…)?

� To what degree is a two-kingdom paradigm at work—ethics for Christians different 
from society (including governments & non-Christian individuals) or one ethic from 
God expected of all levels of society?

� What roll does the life and teachings of Jesus play in each argument?

� What assumptions about the causes of war and violence can be detected?

� What do the similarities and differences tell us about religious interpretation?
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David Low Dodge (1774-1852)

� Dodge wrote the first pamphlets published in America 
directed expressly against the war system of nations.

� His first pamphlet, The Mediator’s Kingdom not of this 
World, was published in 1809. World, was published in 1809. 

� His second and more important pamphlet, War 
Inconsistent with the Religion of Jesus Christ, was 
written in 1812 and published in 1815.

� He founded the first peace society in America and in 
the world—New York Peace Society (August 1815).



� It is exceedingly strange that any one under the light of the gospel, professing to be 
guided by its blessed precepts, with the Bible in his hand, while the whole creation 
around him is so often groaning under the weight and terrors of war, should have doubts 
whether any kind of wars under the gospel dispensation, except spiritual warfare, can be 
the dictate of any kind of wisdom except that from beneath; and much more so, to 
believe that they are the fruit of the Divine Spirit, which is love, joy, and peace.

� An inspired apostle has informed us from whence come wars and fightings. They come 
from the lusts of men that war in their members. Ever since the fall, mankind have had from the lusts of men that war in their members. Ever since the fall, mankind have had 
naturally within them a spirit of pride, avarice, and revenge. The gospel is directly 
opposed to this spirit. It teaches humility, it inculcates love, it breathes pity and 
forgiveness even to enemies, and forbids rendering evil for evil to any man.

� Believing as I do, after much reflection and, as I trust, prayerful investigation of the 
subject, that all kinds of carnal warfare are unlawful upon gospel principles, I shall now 
endeavor to prove that WAR is INHUMAN, UNWISE, and CRIMINAL, and then make 
some general remarks, and state and answer several objections. In attempting to do this I 
shall not always confine myself strictly to this order of the subject, but shall occasionally 
make such remarks as may occur…to show that the whole genius of war is contrary to the 
spirit and precepts of the gospel.



War is Inhuman

� Because it hardens the heart and blunts the tender feelings of mankind.

� War is inhuman, as in its nature and tendency it abuses God’s animal creation.

� War is inhuman, as it oppresses the poor.

� War is inhuman, as it spreads terror and distress among mankind.

� War is inhuman, as it involves men in fatigue, famine, and all the pains of mutilated bodies.

� War is inhuman, as it destroys the youth and cuts off the hope of gray hairs.

� War is inhuman, as it multiplies widows and orphans, and clothes the land in mourning.� War is inhuman, as it multiplies widows and orphans, and clothes the land in mourning.

War is Unwise

� Because, instead of preventing, it provokes insult and mischief.

� War is unwise, for instead of diminishing, it increases difficulties.

� War is unwise, because it destroys property.

� War is unwise, as it is dangerous to the liberties of men.

� War is unwise, as it diminishes the happiness of mankind.

� War is unwise, as it does not mend, but injures, the morals of society.

� War is unwise, as it is hazarding eternal things for only the chance of defending temporal things.

� War is unwise, as it does not answer the professed end for which it is intended.



“[W]ar, when judged of on the principles of the gospel, is highly criminal” (p. 47).

War is Criminal (I deleted the first two sections—inhuman & unwise)

� Going to war is not keeping from the appearance of evil, but is running into 
temptation.

� War naturally inflames the pride of man.

� War necessarily infringes on the consciences of men.� War necessarily infringes on the consciences of men.

� War is opposed to patient suffering under unjust and cruel treatment.

� War is is not doing to others as we should wish them to do to us.

� War is inconsistent with mercy.

� The practice of war is inconsistent with forgiving trespasses as we wish to be 
forgiven by the final judge.

� Engaging in war is not manifesting love to enemies or returning good for evil.

� War is actually doing evil that good may come; and this is the best apology that 
can be made for it.

� War is opposed to the example of the Son of God.
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Barton W. Stone (1772-1844)

� He was an important preacher during the Second Great Awakening of the early 19th 
century. He was first ordained a Presbyterian minister, then was expelled from the 
church after the Cane Ridge, Kentucky revival for his stated beliefs in faith as the sole 
prerequisite for salvation. He became allied with Alexander Campbell, and formed the 
Restoration Movement. Later he and Campbell tried to bring denominations together.

Experience with soldiers related in his autobiography (Revolutionary War):

� The soldiers, when they returned home from their war-tour, brought back with them 
many vices almost unknown to us before; as profane swearing, debauchery, 
drunkenness, gambling, quarreling and fighting. For having been soldiers, and having 
fought for liberty, they were respected and caressed by all. They gave the ton to the 
neighborhood, and therefore their influence in demoralizing society was very great. 
These vices soon became general, and almost honorable. Such are universally the 
effects of war, than which a greater evil cannot assail and afflict a nation.



Alexander Campbell (1788-1866)

� Alexander Campbell (12 September 1788 – 4 March 
1866) was an early leader in the Second Great 
Awakening of the religious movement that has been 
referred to as the Restoration Movement, or Stone-referred to as the Restoration Movement, or Stone-
Campbell Movement. Campbell also published The 
Millennial Harbinger & The Christian Baptist. 



� [S]ee that Christian general, with his ten thousand soldiers, and his 
chaplain at his elbow, preaching, as he says, the gospel of goodwill 
among men; and hear him exhort his general and his Christian 
warriors to go forth with the Bible in one hand and the sword in the 
other, to fight the battles of God and their country; praying that the 
Lord would cause them to fight valiantly, and render their efforts 
successful in making as many widows and orphans as will afford successful in making as many widows and orphans as will afford 
sufficient opportunity for others to manifest the purity of their religion 
by taking care of them.*

*Compare with Mark Twain’s “War Prayer” (http://www.lexrex.com/informed/otherdocuments/warprayer.htm)

Christian Baptist, I, (Bethany, Virginia, 1823).



“Address on War”

� Delivered at Wheeling, Virginia, 1848

� Ladies and gentlemen, has one Christian nation a right to wage war against 
another Christian nation? 

� A proper literal Christian nation is not found in any country under the 
whole heavens. There is, indeed, one Christian nation, composed of all the whole heavens. There is, indeed, one Christian nation, composed of all the 
Christian communities and individuals in the whole earth. 

� But the question is, May a Christian community, or the members of it, in 
their individual capacities, take up arms at all, whether aggressively or 
defensively, in any national conflict? 

� [I]t seems to me, the most convincing argument against a Christian 
becoming a soldier may be drawn from the fact that he fights against an 
innocent person - I say an innocent person, so far as the cause of the war is 
contemplated. The men that fight are not the men that make the war. 
Politicians, merchants, knaves, and princes cause or make the war, declare 
the war, and hire men to kill….



� The pulpit, too, must lend its aid in cherishing the delusion. There is not 
infrequently heard a eulogium on some fallen hero, some church service for the 
mighty dead, thus desecrating the religion of the Prince of Peace by causing it to 
minister as the handmaid of war. Not only are prayers offered up by pensioned 
chaplains on both sides of the field even amid the din of arms, but Sabbath after 
Sabbath, for years and years, have the pulpits on one side of a sea or river and those 
on the other side resounded with prayers for the success of rival armies, as if God 
could hear them both and make each triumphant over the other, guiding and could hear them both and make each triumphant over the other, guiding and 
commissioning swords and bullets to the heads and hearts of their respective 
enemies. 

� We have all a deep interest in the question; we can all do something to solve it; and 
it is everyone's duty to do all the good he can. We must create a public opinion on 
this subject. We should inspire a pacific spirit and urge on all proper occasions the 
chief objections to war.



� 8. (first 7 deleted) The wickedness of war is demonstrated in the following 
particulars: 
� First. Those who are engaged in killing their brethren, for the most part, have 

no personal cause of provocation whatever. 
� Second. They seldom, or never, comprehend the right or the wrong of the war. 

They, therefore, act without the approbation of conscience. 
� Third. In all wars the innocent are punished with the guilty. 
� Fourth. They constrain the soldier to do for the state that which, were he to do it 

for himself, would, by the law of the state, involve forfeiture of his life. for himself, would, by the law of the state, involve forfeiture of his life. 
� Fifth. They are the pioneers of all other evils to society, both moral and physical. 

In the language of Lord Brougham, "Peace, peace, peace! I abominate war as un-
Christian. I hold it the greatest of human curses. I deem it to include all others -
violence, blood, rapine, fraud, everything that can deform the character, alter 
the nature, and debase the name of man."

� No wonder, then, that for two or three centuries after Christ all Christians 
refused to bear arms. So depose Justin Martyr, Tatian, Clement of Alexandria, 
Tertullian, Origen, and so forth. 

� In addition to all these considerations, I further say, were I not a Christian, as a 
political economist even, I would plead this cause. Apart from the mere claims 
of humanity, I would urge it on the ground of sound national policy. 



� Ballou was a “prominent proponent of pacifism, socialism 
and abolitionism, and the founder of the Hopedale 
Community. Through his long career as a Universalist, and 
then Unitarian minister, he tirelessly sought social reform 
through his radical Christian and socialist views…..In 1830, 
Ballou aligned himself with the Restorationists, who were Ballou aligned himself with the Restorationists, who were 
upset with the views among some Universalists, that 
complete salvation and no punishment would follow death. 
Although Ballou served the Unitarian church, 1831–1842, 
Ballou continued to identify himself as a Restorationist.”

� Started "nonresistance" as label.
� Christian Non-Resistance, in All It's Important Bearings, Illustrated and Defended (1846, 

repr., New York: Garland, 1972).



Sections from Chapter 1 of Christian Non-Resistance, “Explanatory Definitions”:

� The Key Text of Non-Resistance.

� Now let us examine Matt. 5:39. “I say unto you, resist no evil,” &c. This single text, from which, as 
has been stated, the term non-resistance took its rise, if justly construed, furnishes a complete key 
to the true bearings, limitations and applications of the doctrine under discussion. 

� But what did Jesus mean by the words “resist not?” There are various kinds of resistance, which 
may be offered to personal injury, when threatened or actually inflicted. There is passive 
resistance…an utter refusal to speak or move. Does the context show that Jesus contemplated…any resistance…an utter refusal to speak or move. Does the context show that Jesus contemplated…any 
such resistance in his prohibition? No. There is an active, righteous, moral resistance—a meek, 
firm remonstrance, rebuke, reproof, protestation. Does the connection show that Jesus prohibits 
this kind of resistance? No. There is an active, firm, compound, moral and physical resistance, 
uninjurious to the evil doer, and only calculated to restrain him from deadly violence or extreme 
outrage. Was Jesus contemplating such modes of resisting personal injury? Does the context show 
that he intended to prohibit all resistance of evil by such means? No. There is a determined 
resistance of personal injury by means of injury inflicted; as when a man deliberately takes life to 
save life, destroys an assailant’s eye to save an eye, inflicts a violent blow to prevent a blow; or, as 
when, in retaliation, he takes life for life, eye for eye, tooth for tooth, hand for hand, &c.; or, as 
when, by means of governmental agencies, he causes an injurious person to be punished by the 
infliction of some injury equivalent to the one he has inflicted or attempted. It was of such 
resistance as this, that our Saviour was speaking. It is such resistance as this that he prohibits. His 
obvious doctrine is: Resist not personal injury with personal injury.



The Principle and Sub-Principle of Non-Resistance. 

� What is the principle from which it proceeds? It is a principle from the inmost bosom of 
God. It proceeds from ALL PERFECT LOVE that absolute, independent, unerringly wise, 
holy love….

� [Love] is a divine spring of action, which intuitively and spontaneously dictates the doing 
of good to others, whether they do good or evil. It operates independently of external 
influences, and being in its nature absolutely unselfish, is not affected by the merit or 
demerit of its objects. It does not inquire, “Am I loved? have I been benefited? have my 
influences, and being in its nature absolutely unselfish, is not affected by the merit or 
demerit of its objects. It does not inquire, “Am I loved? have I been benefited? have my 
merits been appreciated? shall I be blessed in return? Or, am I hated, injured, cursed and 
condemned?” Whether others love or hate, bless or curse, benefit or injure, it says, “I will 
do right; I will love still; I will bless; I will never injure even the most injurious; I will 
overcome evil with good.”

� All-perfect, independent, self-sustaining, unswervable love—DIVINE LOVE—is the 
principle from which Christian non-resistance proceeds. What is the sub-principle which 
constitutes its immediate moral basis? The essential efficacy of good, as the 
counteracting force with which to resist evil. The wisdom of this world has relied on the 
efficacy of injury, terror, EVIL, to resist evil.



Christian Non-Resistance. The Conclusion.

� But the Son of the Highest, the great self-sacrificing Non-Resistant, is our 
prophet, priest and king. Though the maddened inhabitants of the earth have 
so long turned a deaf ear to his voice, he shall yet be heard. He declares that 
good is the only antagonist of evil, which can conquer the deadly foe. Therefore 
he enjoins on his disciples the duty of resisting evil only with good. This is the 
sub-principle of Christian non-resistance. “Evil can be overcome only with 
good.” Faith, then, in the inherent superiority of good over evil, truth over 
error, right over wrong, love over hatred, is the immediate moral basis of our error, right over wrong, love over hatred, is the immediate moral basis of our 
doctrine. Accordingly we transfer all the faith we have been taught to cherish in 
injury, to beneficence, kindness, and uninjurious treatment, as the only all-
sufficient enginery of war against evil doers. No longer seeking or expecting to 
put down evil with evil, we lift up the cross for an ensign, and surmounting it 
with the glorious banner of love, exult in the divine motto displayed on its 
immaculate folds, “RESIST NOT INJURY WITH INJURY.” Let this in all future 
time be the specific rule of our conduct, the magnetic needle of our pathway 
across the troubled waters of human reform, till all men, all governments and 
all social institutions shall have been moulded into moral harmony with the 
grand comprehensive commandment of the living God—“THOU SHALT LOVE 
THY NEIGHBOR AS THEYSELF.” 
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� Jonathan Blanchard (1811–1892) was a pastor, educator, social 
reformer, abolitionist and the first president of Wheaton 
College, which was founded in 1860.

� Blanchard had a vision for evangelical cooperation in gospel 
work and social reform. He insisted that the church publicly 
oppose slavery and secret societies and support temperance. On 
almost every conceivable political or social issue, he was a 
oppose slavery and secret societies and support temperance. On 
almost every conceivable political or social issue, he was a 
radical.

� He was active in founding the Liberty Party in Ohio and was 
friend of future members of Congress and the U. S. Supreme 
Court. In addition he represented the US at the second World’s 
Anti-Slavery Convention in London and served as one of its vice-
presidents. He also publicly debated the sinfulness of slavery 
with a fellow minister. He also debated Stephen Douglass.



� Jonathan Blanchard addressed the Society of Inquiry at 
Oberlin College in 1839. It was this address, A Perfect State 
of Society, that Jonathan Blanchard detailed his hopes and 
aspirations for a nation. It was these ideals that shaped his 
life and career as he sought to ameliorate the ills of society 
to usher in a state of society that would be ready for the 
reign of Jesus Christ. It was not that the world and society reign of Jesus Christ. It was not that the world and society 
would have reached sinlessness but that things were in 
such order, where what needed restraint was restrained, 
that there was harmony.
� This perfect state of society was not a return to Edenic

glory. It was a place where the Gospel had done for all what 
it could do for one. The Gospel’s function was to restore 
and reclaim. This society would “take up sinful mortals and 
fit them for heaven.”



“A perfect State of Society”

� You have just been most properly told, that every true minister of Christ is a 
universal Reformer, whose business it is, so far as possible, to reform all the 
evils which press on human concerns. Now every reformer needs a perfect state 
of society ever in his eye, as a pattern to work by, so far as the nature of his 
materials will admit. True he cannot construct a perfect society out of 
imperfect men, but he may approach it as knowledge and piety advance. And 
seeing clearly what state of things ought to be, he will know what he may, and 
imperfect men, but he may approach it as knowledge and piety advance. And 
seeing clearly what state of things ought to be, he will know what he may, and 
what he may not rationally attempt. He will neither sink down in despondency, 
nor squander his efforts upon vain and impracticable schemes; but having a 
great and glorious and certain end always before him, he will toil toward it with 
a manful and unfaltering trust, concerned for nothing but the wisdom and 
rectitude of his means.

� Now it is plainly irrational to hope that society on earth will ever secure the 
same end which it would have done, had man never fallen. The idea of 
reclaiming men, could not enter into the institution of society for the sinless. 
The object of such social intercourse must have been, that holy beings might be 
happy in God, and in each other. But now, that is the best state of society which 
is best adapted to take up sinful mortals and fit them for heaven.



� I conclude, therefore, that there will be some use in society for physical force while the 
world stands; that public wrong-doers must be restrained till the Gospel regenerates 
mankind:—and that, even in the Millennium, restraint by force will be required, in the 
discipline of children, and the management of the insane. And if so, then the law of love 
never will rule our race on earth just as it would have done, had man never sinned.

� It is a practical question of great importance; —May the children of Gad properly take 
part in governments which restrain offenders by force? Ought they not to “come out,” “be 
separate,” and act upon the law of love at once! 

� I answer:—None deny that we may properly submit ourselves to every ordinance of man. � I answer:—None deny that we may properly submit ourselves to every ordinance of man. 
But to submit is to pay taxes:—to pay taxes is to support:—and to support is to 
endorse:—and all these is to participate.

� When Christ and the Apostles pay taxes to Caesar, they endorse the principle of civil 
government, though they abhor the cruelties of Nero. Would they, if required, have 
contributed to the expenses of a brothel, or of a heathen temple, or of any establishment, 
founded and administered in sin? Paul never could have commanded Christians to 
"honor" the "ruler"—as a "minister of God"—“for good," and that too while he was in the 
very act of "executing wrath upon evil-doers"—if all that ruler's functions were clear 
invasions of the rights of man, and usurpations of the prerogatives of God.

� The question between the advocates of the coercion of criminals, and their opposers, is 
not a question between justice and oppression, but of government and no government. It 
is idle to talk of relying on God to do the work of a human police. Without our efforts, 
God's providence will not guard our houses from felons, any more than it will carry the 
mail.



� But when the gospel has made the law of love the supreme law of the 
earth, it will then dispense reputation by a scale of its own; and the 
concurrent force of the public opinion of the entire world, must fall in 
with and enforce the law of God, praising only the good and blaming 
only the bad. And as society draws near this perfect state, the 
remaining wicked must feel like fiends amid the blazing glories of 
heaven!heaven!

� And when the Church of Christ is openly and definitely pledged against 
every way and practice which a worldly man loves, its atmosphere will 
be so intolerable for purity, that none can abide in it who have not true 
holiness of heart. Then “shall the mountain of the Lord's house be 
established in the tops of the mountains, and shall be exalted above the 
hills; add all nations shall flow unto it.”



Dwight Lyman Moody (February 5, 1837 - December 
22, 1899), also known as D.L. Moody, was an American 
evangelist and publisher who founded the Moody 
Church, Northfield School and Mount Hermon School 
in Massachusetts, the Moody Bible Institute and in Massachusetts, the Moody Bible Institute and 
Moody Publishers.

� “There has never been a time in my life when I felt I 
could take a gun and shoot down a fellow being. In this 
respect I am a Quaker.”



A pamphlet “advertised in Moody’s Christian Worker Magazine” titled “The Word 
of the Cross: Christ Again Before the Tribunal” that was “read into a sedition 
trial during World War I” of “Clarence Waldren, a Pentecostal who was 
formerly a Baptist.” Waldren had been arrested for distributing the tract, which 
he had purchased via Moody’s magazine, and the following portion was read at 
the trial: 

� Surely, if Christians were forbidden to fight to preserve the Person of their Lord 
and Master, they may not fight to preserve themselves, or any city they should 
happen to dwell in. Christ has no kingdom here. His servants must not fight. happen to dwell in. Christ has no kingdom here. His servants must not fight. 

� The Christian may not go to “the front” to repel the foe—for there he is 
required to kill men.

� They [referring to the Twelve Apostles] knew the force of the Lord’s example, 
and whether to save themselves or to save others—never, never use the sword.

� Better a thousand times to die than for a Christian to kill his fellow.

� I do not say that it is wrong for a nation to go to war to preserve its interests, 
but it is wrong to the Christian, absolutely, unutterably wrong.
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� Charles Grandison Finney (August 29, 1792 – August 16, 1875) 
was a Presbyterian and Congregationalist figure in the Second 
Great Awakening. His influence during this period was enough 
that he has been called The Father of Modern Revivalism.

� In addition to becoming a popular Christian evangelist, Finney 
was involved with the abolitionist movement and frequently 
denounced slavery from the pulpit. In 1835, he moved to Ohio 
was involved with the abolitionist movement and frequently 
denounced slavery from the pulpit. In 1835, he moved to Ohio 
where he became a professor and later president of Oberlin 
College from 1851 to 1866. Oberlin became active early in the 
movement to end slavery and was among the first American 
colleges to co-educate blacks and women with white men.

� In the following quote, Finney connects revivalism and social 
reform. This is not about military participation.



“Letters on Revivals–No. 23: The Pernicious Attitude of the 
Church on the Reforms of the Age”

� One of the most serious impediments that have been thrown in 
the way of revivals or religion and one that has no doubt deeply 
grieved the Spirit of God is the fact that the church to a very 
great extent has lost sight of its own appropriate work and has 
left it in a great measure to be conducted by those who are for left it in a great measure to be conducted by those who are for 
the most part illy prepared for the work. The work to which I 
refer is the reformation of mankind.

� It is melancholy and amazing to see to what an extent the church 
treats the different branches of reform either with indifference, 
or with direct opposition. There is not, I venture to say upon the 
whole earth an inconsistency more monstrous, more God-
dishonoring, and I must say more manifestly insane than the 
attitude which many of the churches take in respect to nearly 
every branch of reform which is needed among mankind.



� Is it possible, my dearly beloved brethren, that we can 
remain blind to the tendencies of things–to the causes that 
are operating to produce alienation, division, distrust, to 
grieve away the Spirit, overthrow revivals, and cover the 
land with darkness and the shadow of death? Is it not time 
for us, brethren, to repent, to be candid and search out 
wherein we have been wrong and publicly and privately wherein we have been wrong and publicly and privately 
confess it, and pass public resolutions in our general 
ecclesiastical bodies, recanting and confessing what has 
been wrong–confessing in our pulpits, through the press, 
and in every proper way our sins as Christians and 
ministers–our want of sympathy with Christ, our want of 
compassion for the slave, for the inebriate, for the wretched 
prostitute, and for all the miserable and ignorant of the 
earth.



� Peace Societies

� Stone-Campbell (Churches of Christ)

� Wesleyan

� Presbyterian

� Seventh-day Adventism. 
� See also:

� http://pacificador99.files.wordpress.com/2010/03/sda-militarism.pdf

� http://adventistpeace.org/465400

� The Church of God (Anderson)

� Pentecostalism



George W. Amadon (1832-1913)

“Why Seventh-day Adventists Cannot Engage in War” 

(Advent Review and Sabbath Herald, March 7, 1865)

1. They could not keep the Lord's holy Sabbath. “The seventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord 
thy God; in it thou shalt not do any work.” Ex. xx,10. Fighting, as military men tell us, is 
the hardest kind of work; and the seventh day of all days would be the least regarded in the hardest kind of work; and the seventh day of all days would be the least regarded in 
the camp and field. 

2. The sixth command of God's moral law reads, “Thou shalt not kill.” To kill is to take life. 
The soldier by profession is a practical violater of this precept. But if we would enter into 
life we must “keep the commandments.” Matt. xix,17. 

3. “God has called us to peace;” and “the weapons of our warfare are not carnal.” 1 Cor. vii,15; 
2 Cor. x,4. The gospel permits us to use no weapons but “the sword of the Spirit.” 

4. Our kingdom is not of this world. Said Christ to Pilate, “If my kingdom were of this 
world then would my servants fight.” John xviii,36. This is most indisputable evidence 
that Christians have nothing to do with carnal instruments of war.



“Why Seventh-day Adventists Cannot Engage in War”

George W. Amadon

5. We are commanded to love even our enemies. “But I say unto you,” says the Saviour, “Love your 
enemies, bless them that curse you, do good to them that hate you, and pray for them that 
despitefully use you and persecute you.” Matt. v,44. Do we fulfill this command when we blow 
out their brains with revolvers, or sever their bodies with sabres? “If any man have not the spirit 
of Christ he is none of his.” Rom. viii,9. of Christ he is none of his.” Rom. viii,9. 

6. Our work is the same as our Master's, who once said, “The Son of man is not come to destroy 
men's lives, but to save them.” Luke ix,56. If God's Spirit sends us to save men, does not some 
other spirit send us to destroy them? Let us know what manner of spirit we are of. 

7. The New Testament command is, “Resist not evil; but whosoever shall smite thee on the right 
cheek, turn to him the other also.” Matt. vii,59. That is, we had better turn the other cheek than 
to smite them back again. Could this scripture be obeyed on the battle field? 

8. Christ said to Peter, as he struck the high priest's servant, “Put up again thy sword.” Matt. 
xxvi,2. If the Saviour commanded the apostle to “put up” the sword, certainly his followers have 
no right to take it. Then let those who are of the world fight, but as for us let us pray.



THIRD ANNUAL MEETING - May 17, 1865

� RESOLVED, That in our judgment, the act of voting when exercised in behalf of justice, 
humanity and right, is in itself blameless, and may be at some times highly proper; but 
that the casting of any vote that shall strengthen the cause of such crimes as 
intemperance, insurrection, and slavery, we regard as highly criminal in the sight of 
Heaven. But we would deprecate any participation in the spirit of party strife.

OUR VIEWS OF WAR

RESOLVED, That we acknowledge the pamphlet entitled 'Extracts From the Publications � RESOLVED, That we acknowledge the pamphlet entitled 'Extracts From the Publications 
of Seventh-day Adventists Setting Forth Their Views of the Sinfulness of War,' as a 
truthful representation of the views held by us from the beginning of our existence as a 
people, relative to bearing arms.

OUR DUTY TO THE GOVERNMENT

� RESOLVED, That we recognize civil government as ordained of God, that order, justice, 
and quiet may be maintained in the land; and that the people of God may lead quiet and 
peaceable lives in all godliness and honesty. In accordance with this fact we acknowledge 
the justice of rendering tribute, custom, honor, and reverence to the civil power, as 
enjoined in the New Testament. While we thus cheerfully render to Caesar the things 
which the Scriptures show to be his, we are compelled to decline all participation in acts 
of war and bloodshed as being inconsistent with the duties enjoined upon us by our 
divine Master toward our enemies and toward all mankind.



FIFTH ANNUAL SESSION - May 14, 1867 

� RESOLVED, That it is the judgment of this Conference, that the bearing of arms, or 
engaging in war, is a direct violation of the teachings of our Saviour and the spirit and 
letter of the law of God. Yet we deem it our duty to yield respect to civil rulers, and 
obedience to all such laws as do not conflict with the word of God. In the carrying out of 
this principle we render tribute, customs, reverence, etc.

SIXTH ANNUAL SESSION - May 14, 1868

WHEREAS, In the struggle through which our country lately passed for its national � WHEREAS, In the struggle through which our country lately passed for its national 
existence, our sympathies were with our rulers and our government in their efforts to 
maintain law and order; and in view of the unsettled state of our national affairs, and of 
the troubles lying before us in the future, we shall continue to pray for those in authority, 
that they may have wisdom to govern with discretion and in the fear of God; and while we 
cheerfully pay tribute and honor to those to whom they are due, desiring to live peaceable 
and quiet lives, as law-abiding people,

� RESOLVED, That we feel called upon to renew our request to our brethren to abstain 
from worldly strife of every nature, believing that war was never justifiable except under 
the immediate direction of God, who of right holds the lives of all creatures in his hand; 
and that no such circumstance now appearing, we cannot believe it to be right for the 
servants of Christ to take up arms to destroy the lives of their fellow-men.



Ellen Gould White (born Harmon) (November 26, 1827 – July 16, 
1915) was a prolific Christian author and one of the American 
Christian pioneers whose ministry was instrumental in founding 
the seventh-day Sabbatarian Adventist movement that led to the 
rise of the Seventh-day Adventist Church.

� In 1840, at age 12, her family became involved with the Millerite
movement. Her family's involvement with Millerism caused its 

� In 1840, at age 12, her family became involved with the Millerite
movement. Her family's involvement with Millerism caused its 
disfellowship by the local Methodist church.

� Her supporters believe she had the spiritual gift of prophecy as 
outlined in Revelation 19:10. Her Conflict of the Ages series of 
writings endeavor to showcase the hand of God in Biblical and 
Christian church history. This cosmic conflict, referred to as the 
"Great Controversy theme", is foundational to the development 
of Seventh-day Adventist theology.



� Satan delights in war, for it excites the worst passions 
of the soul and then sweeps into eternity its victims 
steeped in vice and blood. It is his object to incite the 
nations to war against one another, for he can thus 
divert the minds of the people from the work of divert the minds of the people from the work of 
preparation to stand in the day of God.*

*Sounds similar to Walter Wink’s work on “principalities and powers.” See: Engaging the 
Powers, Unmasking the Powers, Naming the Powers, and When the Powers Fall.

Ellen G. White, The Great Controversy between Christ and Satan (Boise, ID: Pacific Press, 
1888), 589.



“The Kingdom of Christ” (Ellen G. White, Review and Herald, Aug. 18, 1896)

� [W]hen Christ came to the world to establish a kingdom, he looked upon the 
governments of men, and said, "Whereunto shall we liken the kingdom of God?" 
Nothing in civil society afforded him a comparison. The world had cast aside that class of 
people most needing care and attention; even the most earnest religionists among the 
Jews, filled with pride and prejudice, neglected the poor and needy, and some among 
them frowned upon their existence.

� In striking contrast to the wrong and oppression so universally practised were the � In striking contrast to the wrong and oppression so universally practised were the 
mission and work of Christ. Earthly kingdoms are established and upheld by physical 
force, but this was not to be the foundation of the Messiah's kingdom. In the 
establishment of his government no carnal weapons were to be used, no coercion 
practised; no attempt would be made to force the consciences of men. These are the 
principles used by the prince of darkness for the government of his kingdom. His agents 
are actively at work, seeking in their human independence to enact laws which are in 
direct contrast to Christ's mercy and loving-kindness.

� Prophecy has plainly stated the nature of Christ's kingdom. He planned a government 
which would use no force; his subjects would know no oppression. The symbols of 
earthly governments are wild beasts, but in the kingdom of Christ, men are called upon 
to behold, not a ferocious beast, but the Lamb of God. 



Alonzo T. Jones (1850-1923)
� Upon discharge from the army in 

1873, Jones became a baptized 
member of the Seventh-day 
Adventist Church and began 
preaching in California. 

� Jones’s allegiance to the Church 
soured in the early 1900s, and  he 

Uriah Smith (1832-1903)
� Uriah Smith was a gifted church 

leader—a teacher, writer, editor, 
poet, hymn writer, inventor, and 
engraver. Uriah Smith in 1863, 
when the General Conference 
was organized, was elected its 
first secretary. This was a 

� Jones’s allegiance to the Church 
soured in the early 1900s, and  he 
ceased his denominational 
employment and fellowship.

� Though separated from 
fellowship, A.T. Jones remained 
loyal to the doctrines of the 
Seventh-day Adventist Church 
until his death in 1923.

first secretary. This was a 
position that he subsequently 
held five different times.



“A Novel Christian Duty”
(Alonzo T. Jones & Uriah Smith, Review and Herald, July 12, 1898)

� In connection with the war that is now being waged with Spain, 
there is one amusing thing; and that is the efforts of the pulpits 
and the religious press to make it appear Christian—to make it 
fit with the sermon on the mount.
The Independent maintains that when the war is over, “we” will � The Independent maintains that when the war is over, “we” will 
love the Spaniards just as much as ever, and will do only good to 
them. But Jesus did not say, When you have killed all the 
enemies you can kill, then love all the rest. The love of Christ—
that love alone which can love enemies—is a love that will not 
allow us to kill any of them. This love loves them so that it will 
not do anything that would even lead to the killing of them. 
Christian love loves all enemies long before the war is over, long 
before those professing it have killed all they can of them; it 
loves them so that there can be no war against them at all.



� A doctor of divinity publishes an article on this subject, 
under the text, “I say unto you, Love your enemies;” and his 
first sentence is, “Americans are confronted to-day with an 
entirely novel Christian duty.” And this “novel Christian 
duty” is the duty of loving their enemies while they are 
fighting them, and doing everything possible to kill all of fighting them, and doing everything possible to kill all of 
them they possibly can!

� We should say…that is decidedly a novel Christian duty—so 
novel, indeed, that it is difficult to conceive how anybody 
who understands the first principle of Christianity could 
ever be “confronted” with it, or think that anybody could
ever be confronted with it.



� But just as soon as men recognize the truth that Christians are 
not of this world, but are chosen out of the world; that Christians 
are strangers and pilgrims on the earth, seeking a country, even a 
heavenly; that no Christian can make war—that no Christian can 
kill even his enemies, even in war—just so soon will they easily 
be rid of the inconsistency of the “novel Christian duty” of doing 
their best to kill the “enemies” whom they “love,” and of 
exercising active Christian pity toward them only when, having 
their best to kill the “enemies” whom they “love,” and of 
exercising active Christian pity toward them only when, having 
failed to kill them, they are wounded and suffering.

� When men will hold Christianity as that which separates from 
this world, and all that is of this world; as that which lifts them 
above this world, and joins them to heaven; as that which 
empties men altogether of the Spirit of this world, and fills them 
with the Spirit of heaven and of God, then this world will have a 
chance to know that God has sent Jesus Christ into the world, 
and has loved us as he loves Jesus Christ.



� Peace Societies

� Stone-Campbell (Churches of Christ)

� Wesleyan

� Presbyterian

� Seventh-day Adventism

� The Church of God (Anderson)

� Pentecostalism



"Should We Go to War?"
� We have recently received a number of letters concerning going to war, 

one of which we here insert.
� “Please answer through the Gospel Trumpet: Providing there would be 

war in the United States, would it be right for a holy man of God to go 
as a soldier?”

� We answer no. Emphatically no. There is no place in the New � We answer no. Emphatically no. There is no place in the New 
Testament where Christ gave instructions to his followers to take the 
life of a fellowman. In olden times it was “an eye for an eye and a tooth 
for a tooth. Love your neighbor and hate your enemy!” In this gospel 
dispensation it is quite different. Jesus says, “But I say unto you, Love 
your enemies, bless them that curse you, do good to them that hate 
you, and pray for them that despitefully use you. . . .” Matt. 5:44. 
“Avenge not yourselves . . . If thine enemy hunger, feed him, if he thirst, 
give him to drink”—not shoot him.

� Byrum, Gospel Trumpet, April 14, 1898, p. 4. Portion quoted in Proclaim Peace (Schlabach
and Hughes, 115).



� Peace Societies

� Stone-Campbell (Churches of Christ)

� Wesleyan

� Presbyterian

� Seventh-day Adventism

� The Church of God (Anderson)

� Pentecostalism



�Wesleyan-holiness
� Church of God in Christ (COGIC, 1897)

� Intl Pentecostal Holiness Church (IPHC)

� Church of God of Prophecy

� Reformed-Higher Life� Reformed-Higher Life
� Intl Church of the Foursquare Gospel

� Assemblies of God (1914)

� Oneness
� United Pentecostal Church Intl (UPCI)

� Pentecostal Assemblies of the World (PAW)



Thomas Upham (30 January 1799 – 2 April 1872) was an American philosopher, 
psychologist, pacifist, poet, author, and educator. He was an important figure 
in the holiness movement.

� “While Christian soldiers mingle in its ranks and Christian chaplains pray for 
its success: on no subject is the cry louder and more urgent, ‘Touch not the 
unclean thing. Come out and be separate.’”

Free Methodist, East Michigan Conference, statement against war (1914):

� “War. Has Civilization perished from the earth? Have the ideals of Christianity, 
introduced two thousand years ago by the PRINCE OF PEACE, utterly failed? … 
The appeal to the god of brute force is founded upon the basest elements in the 
nature of men…. We are far short of the millennium, rather are we come to the 
fulfillment of prophecy in reference to the conditions preceding the coming of 
the Son of Man. We commend the efforts of the little nuclei of men who are 
endeavoring to bring about peaceful arbitration in the nations of the earth.”



Church of God of Prophecy
Ambrose Jessup Tomlinson (1865-1943)

“Second Coming and the Resurrection”
� That He (the Lord) is going to return to earth is an absolute fact 

according to Scripture. And we know there is much to be done to make according to Scripture. And we know there is much to be done to make 
ready, but I must insist that the exercise of governmental authority and 
obedience thereto must not be ignored or thrust aside. Those who 
despise government will not be in the Church that the Lord presents to 
Himself.

� A. J. Tomlinson, God’s Twentieth Century Pioneer, vol. 1 (Cleveland, TN: White Wing, 
1962), 22.



“The World Must Know the Church of Prophecy”
� I feel strongly impelled to make the Church known in all the world 

because it is God’s government for His people. Because of this, I feel 
pressed to say the world must know the Church of prophecy. God’s 
people need government just as much as the American people or any 
other people need government…. Our government in the United States other people need government…. Our government in the United States 
of America is a government by the people for the people. But the 
Church of God is a government by God for His people, and we have 
God’s Word, the Bible, to supply the laws, so this, in fact, is God’s 
government and makes it theocratic.



� Assemblies of God

� “On April 28th, 1917, with the entry of the United States 
into World War I, the Executive and General 
Presbytery of the Assemblies of God passed a 
resolution which was to remain their ‘official’ position resolution which was to remain their ‘official’ position 
on war until 1967.” 

� It reads:



Assemblies of God Policy on War – 1917

� While recognizing Human Government as of Divine ordination and affirming our unswerving 
loyalty to the Government of the United States, nevertheless we are constrained to define our 
position with reference to the taking of human life.

� WHEREAS, in the Constitutional Resolution adopted at the Hot Springs General Council, April 1-
10, 1914, we plainly declare the Holy Inspired Scriptures to be the all-sufficient rule of faith and 
practice, and

� WHEREAS the Scriptures deal plainly with the obligations and relations of humanity, setting 
forth the principles of "Peace on earth, good will toward men." (Luke 2:14); and

� WHEREAS we, as followers of the Lord Jesus Christ, the Prince of Peace, believe in implicit 
obedience to the Divine commands and precepts which instruct us to "Follow peace with all men," 
(Heb. 12:14); "Thou shall not kill," (Exod. 20:13); "Resist not evil," (Matt. 5:39); "Love your 
enemies," (Matt.5:44): etc. and

� WHEREAS these and other Scriptures have always been accepted and interpreted by our churches 
as prohibiting Christians from shedding blood or taking human life;

� THEREFORE we, as a body of Christians, while purposing to fulfill all the obligations of loyal 
citizenship, are nevertheless constrained to declare we cannot conscientiously participate in war 
and armed resistance which involves the actual destruction of human life, since this is contrary to 
our view of the clear teachings of the inspired Word of God, which is the sole basis of our faith.



� Commissioner Arthur Sydney Booth-Clibborn (1855 
– 20 February 1939) was a pioneering early Salvation 
Army officer in France and Switzerland, and the 
husband of Kate Booth, the oldest daughter 
of General William and Catherine Booth. After of General William and Catherine Booth. After 
becoming Pentecostals in 1906, the Booth-Clibborns
together continued preaching and spreading the 
Gospel as travelling evangelists in Europe, the United 
States, and Australia for the rest of their lives.



Blood against Blood (1914)

� War is madness.

� The words of Christ “Love your enemies” are absolute. 

� The difference then between the heathen and the Christian is an essential difference in spirit and 
disposition and in the means employed to remedy the evils in the world: to the heathen it is carnal 
power and worldly war, expressed in hatred and ending in death; to the Christian it is spiritual power 
and gospel war, expressed in love and ending in life.

� One of the signs of the apostasy in the book of Revelation was that the wicked woman arrayed in � One of the signs of the apostasy in the book of Revelation was that the wicked woman arrayed in 
scarlet—the false bride of Christ,—was seated upon the beast—the beast of carnal force and national 
power. The power of the gospel message to the world…must have therefore been seriously reduced 
wherever Christian Churches…have sanctioned war. 

� This is the one final test of true Christianity: the life—the willingness to sacrifice it as a martyr rather 
than save it in killing others. It is not necessary to live, but it is necessary to do right. Better to die 
than lie; better to suffer than to sin.

� Calvary shows us that the world renders us just as much evil as we render it good. The proportion 
remains the same in every true Christian’s life. 

� Should any young Christian read this who is thus bound by human “law,” made in open defiance of 
God’s law, let him remember how small, how trifling in the sight of God are the Empires of this world.

� Thus the Christ of Calvary, and not the Caesars of earth’s thrones, must be the leader and commander 
of God’s people in this question of war as in all other vital matters.



� What great proof can we have of the true character of war than the endless 
amount of argument…which is required in order to reconcile it in the least 
degree with the Sermon on the Mount. 

� Oh! incredible perversion of all the central truths of the Bible, the attempt to 
justify the horrors of our modern selfish wars by the unselfish religion of a holy 
God!

� The Christian’s place is with the Lamb of God, and not with wolf force in any 
form. His place in this fallen world is the cross, not the throne, humble service 
to the last and the least, and not national glory.
form. His place in this fallen world is the cross, not the throne, humble service 
to the last and the least, and not national glory.

� Conscience must never be sacrificed to a government. We must not kill because 
emperors order it.

� If we take Calvary and Christianity seriously the whole question is settled in an 
instant…. We sacrifice our lives if need be; but we kill no one.*

� To love your neighbour as yourself, or to pass a bayonet through his chest, may 
be safely looked upon as being opposites. “To save life or to destroy it” are not 
things bearing much resemblance. Between converting a man and killing him 
there certainly lies a considerable distance.

*Reminds me of Christian Peacemaker Teams (www.cpt.org). “What would happen if Christians 
devoted the same discipline and self-sacrifice to nonviolent peacemaking that armies devote to war?”



� You consider all blood-shedding war by Christians to be wrong?
� Yes, absolutely.

� On what do you base this conviction?
� On the Word of God, as given in the Old and New Testaments, upon the fact 

that Christ our King shed His Blood to stop all sin, and therefore all blood-
shedding, and upon the very spirit of Christianity.

� What are the principle passages of Scripture which may be quoted in support of 
this view?this view?
� “Thou shalt not kill!” (Exod. xx. 13.)

� Will you give some other passages which definitely forbid war?
� Matt. 5:39, 44, 46, 48; 7:12; 2 Cor. 10:4; Eph. 6:12; John 18:36; Rom. 12:10, 17, 19, 

20, 21; James 4:1.

� But what of the words “render unto Caesar the things that are Caesar’s, and 
unto God the things that are God’s”?
� The utmost that anyone can adduce from this passage in favour of war, is that 

the body born within the bounds of an empire must, if needs be, be 
surrendered to the sovereign at his call. But that is precisely what the Christian 
does, in allowing himself to be shot down by his king’s orders rather than shoot. 
He does not resist Caesar bodily, or seek to kill him to save his own life or even 
to preserve himself or his fellows from military service, or from the tyranny of 
an autocratic government.



� But have not Christian wars been raging for many hundreds of years?
� Yes, they commenced when Christianity began to be Paganised, and it seems 

almost incredible that the chief seal of their “lawfulness” set upon them by 
history (yes, and quoted by sincere Christian historians), is that absurd and 
monstrous legend of the vision of the Roman Emperor Constantine….

� But might not the consequences by very serious to life and property if we were all 
to put in practice such commands as those you have quoted?
� Yes, certainly, but there is not a word in the Bible to say that we are to preserve 

our lives or our property by any wrong means, or that we are to hesitate for one our lives or our property by any wrong means, or that we are to hesitate for one 
moment to offer them to the service of the Kingdom of God, or to lose them if 
needs be in that Blessed Service. Christians are treated in the Bible as the loyal 
subjects of the King of Heaven. We live in a rebel, and therefore a fallen world, 
and should thus consider ourselves as liable at any moment to be martyred.

� But are not these wars necessary for the spread of civilisation and the 
opening up of heathen countries?
� Yes, if we could consider that organised lying or theft would be necessary.

� But do you think war will be abolished by Christianity at is present rate 
of progress?
� No. But that has nothing to do with our individual duty.



� Samuel H. Booth-Clibborn, son of Arthur S. Booth-Clibborn.

� Wrote Should a Christian Fight? (1917)

Part One: Reasons Why a Christian Should Not Fight

� Reason I. A Christian should not fight because through conversion…he has been 
born again into the kingdom of God and his citizenship is now in heaven. “For our 
citizenship is in heaven” (Phil. 3:20, R. V.). He must therefore obey first the law of citizenship is in heaven” (Phil. 3:20, R. V.). He must therefore obey first the law of 
heaven which is the law of love.

� Reason II. Because…the Christian has been baptized into “the Body of Christ” and 
now, as a member of that Body, he must love its other members irrespective of their 
nationality.

� Reason III. Because Christ sent His disciples into all the world, not to improve 
society by means of laws, nor to settle international quarrels by means of wars but 
only to save men.

� Reason IV. Because Christ instituted one supreme test whereby His genuine 
followers would always be known, “By this shall all men know that ye are My 
disciples if ye have love one to another” (John 13:35).



� Reason V. Because war is a form of judgment on sin as well as one of 
its consequences, and the true Christian, having been already judged in 
Christ, therefore escapes that judgment.

� Reason VI. [B]ecause it is absolutely useless for him to defend and 
preserve the existence of a nation which the Bible declares is already 
doomed to final destruction. Daniel (Dan. 2:44) prophesied the doom doomed to final destruction. Daniel (Dan. 2:44) prophesied the doom 
and overthrow of these nations and the setting up of Jesus Christ’s 
everlasting kingdom whose subjects we, His followers, already are.

� Reason VII. The Christian should not enlist as a recruit because the 
Bible says: “We wrestle not against flesh and blood but against the 
rulers of the darkness of this world” (Eph. 6:12).

� Reason VIII. A Christian young man should not enter the blood-
shedding business because Christ shed His own precious blood on 
Calvary that He might stop all sin and its results of hate and bloodshed 
amongst His true followers.



� Reason IX. The Christian should not engage in war because the early Christians 
never did. We certainly look to them for guidance in this for they lived so near the 
period of the Apostles that they still held many of the precepts of the faith in their 
original purity.

� Reason X. The young Christian need not mix up in this world’s quarrels because 
our blessed Lord and Saviour, Jesus Christ, is coming again; first, to take us—His 
Church—unto Himself; then to reign with us a thousand years on this earth as Church—unto Himself; then to reign with us a thousand years on this earth as 
supreme Lord and King (I Thes. 4:17; Rev. 20:1-5). Therefore we, His Church, should 
not get entangled in this world’s wars or politics, but should separate and purify 
ourselves.

� Reason XI. The Christian should not enlist as a recruit because no reason or excuse 
whatsoever can justify him in killing his fellow-men.

� Reason XII. “Sons and daughters” of the “Lord Almighty” should strenuously 
abstain from participation under any form in the present war mania, because of the 
shocking moral and spiritual consequences which follow in its wake!



� “There were expressions of pacifism in Pentecostal groups in other parts of 
Europe during World War I. The Weekly Evangel in 1917, noted the 
international character of the Pentecostals’ belief in pacifism:

� From the very beginning, the movement has been characterized by Quaker 
principles. The laws of the Kingdom, laid down by our elder brother, Jesus 
Christ, in His Sermon on the Mount, have been unqualifiedly adopted, 
consequently the movement has found itself opposed to the spilling of the 
blood of any man, or of offering resistance to any aggression. Every branch of 
the movement, whether in the United States, Canada, Great Britain or the movement, whether in the United States, Canada, Great Britain or 
Germany, has held to this principle. When the war first broke out in August of 
1914, our Pentecostal brethren in Germany found themselves in a peculiar 
position. Some of those who were called to the colors responded, but many 
were court marshalled and shot because they heartily subscribed to the 
principles of non-resistance. Great Britain has been more humane. Some of our 
British brethren have been given noncombatant service, and none have been 
shot down because of their faith.

� Beaman, Pentecostal Pacifism, 33. Quoting from “The Pentecostal Movement and the 
Conscription Law,” Weekly Evangel, August 4, 1917, p. 6.



� Bartleman, Frank, "War and the Christian" (Word and 
Work, ca. 1915, p. 83).

� Bartleman, Frank, Christian Citizenship (tract, ca. 
1922).

� Frodsham, Stanley H., "Our Heavenly Citizenship," � Frodsham, Stanley H., "Our Heavenly Citizenship," 
Word and Witness, Oct. 1915, p. 3.

� Panton, D. M., "Coming War," The Pentecostal 
Evangel, Nov. 25, 1922, p. 10.



� How do these movements compare with Anabaptist 
thought and action in the same time period?

� What led Adventists and Pentecostals to soften their 
peace stance over time?

� How have subsequent cultural influences affected � How have subsequent cultural influences affected 
these groups as well as the historic peace churches?

� Renewal movements become institutionalized and are 
superseded by other renewal movements. How can 
organized denominations work to renew their own 
sense of calling and their own social ethics?


