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Why Should I Pay for War? 
By Jim Rauff 

The Supreme Court has recently ruled that corporations have a right of conscience to not pay for contracep-

tive devices that violate their religious beliefs. What if a person has sincere religious objections to war? 

Shouldn’t he or she have the same right of conscience as corporations and be exempt from paying taxes that 

fund wars?   
 

The U.S. has a long history of recognizing religious objections to war. When the U.S. had an active military 

draft, men who had conscientious objections to war were able to serve their country in non-military capaci-

ties. Why shouldn’t a conscientious taxpayer be allowed to let their tax contributions serve their country in 

peaceful ways? 

 

The Religious Freedom Peace Tax Fund Act, H.R. 

2483 (the Act), when enacted, will restore the right 

of a citizen whose conscience does not permit finan-

cial participation in any war. This includes both in-

dividuals who are members of religious congrega-

tions as well as those who are not religious but who 

have ethical and moral objections to paying for war. 
 

Federal taxes of designated conscientious objectors 

will be placed in a non-military-use trust fund, ena-

bling the government to obtain needed federal reve-

nue without violating the individuals' right to the 

free exercise of their beliefs. There is a very in-

volved definition of ‘military purpose’ written into 

the Act. Suffice it to say that the Treasury Depart-

ment would administer the Religious Freedom 

Peace Tax Fund, determine the percentage of a con-

scientious objector's taxes to be diverted to the 

Fund, and distribute the monies in the Fund to non-

military agencies. 
 

The Act was introduced by Congressman John Lew-

is of Georgia and is currently awaiting action by the 

House Ways and Means Committee. Details of H.R. 

2483, its status in Congress, and a list of its cospon-

sors may be found at the Congressional information 

website Thomas (http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/

bdquery/z?d113:hr2483:). 
 

The Religious Freedom Peace Tax Fund is endorsed 

by the Presbyterian Church USA. The National 

Campaign for a Peace Tax Fund (NCPTF) is the 

primary advocacy organization for H.R. 2483. The 

Peace Tax Foundation (PTF) is NCTPF's tax-

exempt sister 501(c)(3) organization. The Founda-

tion serves to inform the public about the concept of 

alternative tax payment programs that are based up-

on moral, ethical, and religious opposition to partici-

pation in warfare. You can learn more about H.R. 

2483 at NCPTF’s website  

(http://www.peacetaxfund.org/:). 

“Every gun that is made, every warship 
launched, every rocket fired signifies, in the fi-
nal sense, a theft from those who hunger and are 
not fed, those who are cold and are not clothed. 
This world in arms is not spending money alone. 
It is spending the sweat of its laborers, the geni-
us of its scientists, the hopes of its children. The 
cost of one modern heavy bomber is this: a mod-
ern brick school in more than thirty cities. It is 
two electric power plants, each serving a town 
of 60,000. It is two fine, fully equipped hospitals. 
It is some fifty miles of concrete highway. We 
pay for a single destroyer with new homes that 
could have housed more than 8,000 people.” 
This, I repeat, is the best way of life to be found 
on the road the world has been taking. This is 
not a way of life at all, in any true sense. Under 
the cloud of threatening war, it is humanity 
hanging from a cross of iron.”  

President Dwight D. Eisenhower (April 16, 1953) 

“I look forward to the time when the Power of 
Love will replace the Love of Power. Then will 
our world know the blessings of peace.”  

William Gladstone 

“When the rich wage war, it’s the poor who 
die.”  

Jean-Paul Sartre 

“They shall beat their swords into ploughshares 
and their spears into pruning hooks; nation shall 
not lift sword against nation, neither shall they 
learn war anymore.”  

Isaiah 11:4 

http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:hr2483
http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d113:hr2483
http://www.peacetaxfund.org/
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The Children and War Foundation 

By Sandy Peterson 

There is no doubt that war is particularly traumatic for 

those most vulnerable: children. Kids have no control over 

where they live or political leadership of their area, and 

they probably have little understanding of the ideologies 

involved in conflict. The very threat of, let alone the actual 

loss of parents, family, and home, or physical harm is emo-

tionally damaging. 
 

A 1996 United Nations report, Impact of Armed Conflict on Children, revealed disturbing statistics from the pe-

riod 1985-1995 (which have only worsened since its publishing) for our world’s children: 

An estimated 2 million children were killed in armed conflict; 

6 million more suffering serious injury or permanent disability; 

18 million children are refugees or displaced; 

Between 500 million and 1.5 billion affected by violence each year; and 

Around 300,000 recruited as child soldiers. 
 

Organizations such as UNICEF and the International Red Cross are 

instrumental in working to provide the basic necessities of children in 

war-torn areas, refugee camps, and after other disasters. Those needs 

include food and water, shelter, clothing, and medical aid. 
 

The Children and War Foundation, established in Bergen, Norway in 2000, is focusing on the psychological 

needs and recovery of children affected by war and disasters. Two professional groups were its main organizers:  

The Center for Crisis Psychology in Bergen and the Institute of Psychiatry in London. The Foundation’s main 

activities include: 

Developing “study-based coping strategies and screening measures for children;” 

Supporting research proposals with a goal to improve those coping strategies;  

Promoting and supporting research on “the effects and consequences of war, warlike situations, and disasters 

on children and their families;” 

Sharing their research findings in an effort to increase international understanding of those effects;  

Creating manuals and programs for direct use with affected children;  

Providing training for intervention workers; and 

Fundraising for their not-for-profit organization’s efforts. 
 

The measures they have developed enable them to reach 

and assess large groups of children after wars and disasters 

and quickly identify those at high risk. The Foundation’s 

Teaching Recovery Manual is widely used and has shown 

applicability for a variety of situations and cultures. For 

example, it has been used after earthquakes in Greece, Tur-

key, and Iran, a tsunami in Southeast Asia, and conflicts in 

Africa, Sri Lanka, and Palestine. The Foundation’s meth-

ods have also been used with bereaved adolescents from 

the war in Afghanistan. 
 

Another Foundation project was a research survey com-

pleted in 2010 in Nairobi in partnership with Oasis Africa 

and approved by the Kenyan Ministry of Education. Of the 

882 participating adolescents (aged 12-19) from 49 public schools, 73% were exposed to Kenya’s 2007 post-

election violence. 62.8% scored at risk for a PTSD diagnosis. Multiple traumatic events were reported, such as 

loss of family members, “domestic violence, exposure to gang-related or community violence, physical abuse, 

and politically-instigated violence.” The Foundation hopes that the results of the report will be used to aid in 

planning and providing much needed student services and counseling in the schools.  
 

The U.N. Convention on the Rights of the Child (Article 39) promises that we “shall take all appropriate 

measures to promote physical and psychological recovery and social reintegration of a child victim of any form 

of…armed conflict. Such recovery and reintegration shall take place in an environment which fosters the health, 

self-respect, and dignity of the child.” The Children and War Foundation is endeavoring to keep that promise.  

“What difference does it make to the dead, 
the orphans, and the homeless whether the 
mad destruction is wrought under the name 
of totalitarianism or the holy name of liberty 
and democracy?”  

Mahatma Gandhi 

“Anything war can do, peace can 
do better.”  

Desmond Tutu 

“Do you know what astonished me most in 
the world? The inability of force to create 
anything. In the long run the sword is al-
ways beaten by the spirit. Soldiers usually 
win battles and generals get the credit for 
them. You must not fight too often with one 
enemy, or you will teach him all your art 
of war. If they want peace, nations should 
avoid the pin-pricks that precede cannon 
shots.”  

Napoleon Bonaparte 
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The Peacemaker Award 
By Connie Requarth 

In an issue filled with information about war and the effects of war, this article will instead focus 
on rewarding behaviors leading to the peaceful resolution of inevitable disagreements. 
 
Suggested in 2008 by Judy Batson, and modelled on a program reviewed in the national Presby-
terian Peacemaking Newsletter, the Peacemaker Award honors middle school students who are 
viewed as leaders and positive role models by their school staff and their peers. They are known 
as facilitators in resolving conflicts peacefully. 
 
This was our 6th year of presenting the Peacemaker Awards, and our most ambitious to date. It 
was also the first year we teamed up with Central Christian Church’s Peace and Justice Commit-
tee to plan and present the awards. We presented 6 Awards in 5 Decatur Middle Schools. The 
Award consists of a plaque for each school with space for new names every year, a certificate of 
recognition, a medallion and a $50 gift card for each student. Please read about these wonderful 
and accomplished students! 

Thomas Jefferson Middle 
School:  

 
Alyssa Michelle Baltimore  
 
In addition to academic excel-

lence and participation in an amazing number of 
sports, “Alyssa is kind, friendly, respectful, 
hardworking, extremely mature, and responsi-
ble.” 

Hope Academy:  

 
Adrena Chargois-Warren 
 
 
“Adrena is compassionate and 

displays honesty and integrity to both students 
and adults. She calmly speaks up to her peers so 
the teachers can teach and students can learn.” 

Garfield Montessori School:  

 
Andrew Newsome  
 
 
 
“Andrew was nominated by a 
fellow student who said he is the natural 
choice. Andrew sees clearly the fair and just 
paths to peaceful resolution. He takes the risks 
to stand out from the crowd to do and say the 
right thing to protect the dignity of another per-
son…”  

Stephen Decatur Middle School:  

 
Ryan Deetz  
 
Ryan’s “positive attitude and willingness to 
help others are infectious. She has taken new 
students under her wing, and helped them to 
feel a part of the school. Something that sets 
her apart from others is her willingness to 
speak up when she feels a fellow student is 
being treated unjustly…” 
 
 

 
 
Trajon Frye    
    
“Trajon is friendly to all 
students. He has a good sense of right and 
wrong and speaks out when he feels it is nec-
essary… In his church, he participates in inter-
generational mission trips, work projects, and 
youth activities…” 

 
Johns Hill Magnet School: 

 
Sophia Scharf  
 
 

Sophia is an effective leader at Johns Hill… 
She is one whom teachers can count on to vol-
unteer to help and tutor anybody- not just her 
friends. She has been known to give up her 
lunchtime to help other students get their work 
done. She is kind; she will share her lunch 
when someone doesn’t have enough; and she 
has a knack for finding the good in people and 
bringing it out…” 
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C h i l d  S o l d i e r s  
By Brett Eisenhauer 

“The internationally agreed upon definition for a 
child associated with an armed force or armed 
group (child soldier) is any person below 18 
years of age who is, or who has been, recruited or 
used by an armed force or armed group in any 
capacity, including but not limited to children, 
boys and girls, used as fighters, cooks, porters, 
messengers, spies or for sexual purposes. It does 
not only refer to a child who is taking or has tak-
en a direct part in hostilities.” (Paris Principles 
and Guidelines on Children Associated with 
Armed Forces or Armed Groups, 2007.)   
 
All over the world, from Africa to the United 
Kingdom, the children who are the child soldiers 
are often poor and uneducated. In many cases the 
children have been separated from their families. 
If the children “volunteer” to become soldiers, 
they are often told that they will be fed and 
clothed. Some children agree to do it because it is 
what other children are doing, and they simply do 
not understand what they will be forced to do. 
 
Child Soldier International is an organization that 
is working to end the use of children as soldiers 
and to inform people about the child victims of 
this type of practice. In Thailand, CSI has, 
“undertaken research and advocacy to end re-
cruitment an abuse of children by state civil de-
fense forces … working to ensure that broader 
obligations under international law to prevent 
children’s involvement in armed conflict are im-
plemented by the state.” And in the United King-
dom, CSI is “working to raise the minimum age 
of voluntary recruitment from 16 years to 18 
years.” 
 
CSI is working in so many other places, too. 
Child Soldiers International accepts donations 
that will be used both nationally and internation-
ally.  Learn more at http://www.child-
soldiers.org/  

“If you want to 
make peace, you 
don’t talk to your 
friends. You talk to 
your enemies.”  

Moshe Dayan 

“I like to believe 
that people in the 
long run are going 
to do more to pro-
mote peace than 
our governments. 
Indeed, I think that 
people want peace 
so much that one 
of these days gov-
ernments had bet-
ter get out of the 
way and let them 
have it.”  
Dwight D. Eisenhower 

“It is lamentable 
that to be a good 
patriot one must 
become the enemy 
of the rest of man-
kind.”  

Voltaire 

“Whether the mask is labeled Fascism, Democracy, or Dictatorship of the Prole-
tariat, our great adversary remains the Apparatus – the bureaucracy, the police, 
the military. Not the one facing us across the frontier or the battle lines, but the one 
that calls itself our protector and makes us its slaves. No matter what the circum-
stances, the worst betrayal will always be to subordinate ourselves to this Appa-
ratus, and to trample underfoot, in its service, all human values in ourselves and in 
others.”  

Simon Weil 

“The more we 
sweat in peace the 
less we bleed in 
war.”  
Vijaya Lakshmi Pandit 

“I was once asked 
why I don’t partic-
ipate in anti-war 
demonstrations. I 
said I will never do 
that, but as soon 
as you have a pro-
peace rally, I’ll be 
there.”  

Mother Teresa 

 “All we are say-
ing is give peace 
a chance.”  

John Lennon 

“Peace is every 
step.”  

Thich Nhat Hahn 

http://www.child-soldiers.org/
http://www.child-soldiers.org/
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Why We War: What the Research Is Saying 
By Fred Spannaus 

Two behavioral studies, one recent, one a bit older, may shed some light on the human propen-

sity for getting into wars. 

The first study looked at revenge. Daniel Gilbert 

reported it in an OpEd in the New York Times on 

June 24, 2006. It was conducted by Sukhwinder 

Shergill and colleagues at University College 

London. Gilbert described it: 
 

“…pairs of volunteers were hooked up to 

a mechanical device that allowed each of 

them to exert pressure on the other volun-

teer’s fingers. 
 

“The researcher began the game by exert-

ing a fixed amount of pressure on the first 

volunteer’s finger. The first volunteer was 

then asked to exert precisely the same 

amount of pressure on the second volun-

teer’s finger. The second volunteer was 

then asked to exert the same amount of 

pressure on the first volunteer’s finger. 

And so on. The two volunteers took turns 

applying equal amounts of pressure to 

each other’s fingers while the researchers 

measured the actual amount of pressure 

they applied. 

  
“The results were striking. Although vol-

unteers tried to respond to each other’s 

touches with equal force, they typically 

responded with about 40 percent more 

force than they had just experienced… 

Each volunteer was convinced that he was 

responding with equal force and that for 

some reason the other volunteer was es-

calating. Neither realized that the escala-

tion was the natural byproduct of a neu-

rological quirk that causes the pain we 

receive to seem more painful than the 

pain we produce, so we usually give more 

pain than we have received.” 
 

An “eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth” was the 

Hebrew rule for measuring revenge in portions 

equal to the injustices that are inflicted. But it 

seems that we are hardwired to exact an eye for a 

tooth. Ouch. 
 

A more recent study investigated how persons retali-

ate against groups for the actions of an individual 

within the group. It was conducted last year by Da-

vid Hugh-Jones of the University of Essex and Mar-

tin A. Leroch of the University of Mainz. 
 

From their abstract: “In a laboratory experiment, 

subjects who were harmed by a partner’s uncoopera-

tive action reacted by harming other members of the 

partner’s group. This group reciprocity was only 

observed when one group was seen to be unfairly 

advantaged.” In the body of the paper, they say: 
 

“Many intractable conflicts are driven by cy-

cles of intergroup revenge, in which unin-

volved bystanders are harmed for their fellow 

group members’ supposed actions. Some ob-

servers blame not deep intergroup hatreds but 

self-interested politicians and hired thugs…

The results here show that even absent these 

factors, humans may be led to take revenge 

upon groups.” 
 

The authors illustrate their findings with examples: 

“history has shown us that apparently peaceful and 

integrated multicultural societies, like Bosnia during 

the early 1990s, can descend swiftly into brutal eth-

nic civil wars” and “modelling group reciprocity 

might explain how politicians can create conflict by 

provoking small hatred-producing episodes.” 

“It is a good moment to repeat that a war is never won. Never mind that history books tell us the oppo-
site. The psychological and material costs of war are so high that any triumph is a pyrrhic victory. Only 
peace can be won and winning peace means not only avoiding armed conflict but finding ways of eradi-
cating the causes of individual and collective violence: injustice and oppression, ignorance and poverty, 
intolerance and discrimination. We must construct a new set of values and attitudes to replace the cul-
ture of war which, for centuries, has been influencing the course of civilization. Winning peace means 
the triumph of our pledge to establish, on a domestic basis, a new social framework of tolerance and 
generosity from which no one will feel excluded.”  

Federico Mayor 

Are we fated to take revenge in dispropor-

tionate measure? Are we predestined to pun-

ish groups when only a few deserve it? I 

suspect not. We have seen countless exam-

ples of de-escalation and mercy (If you want 

a few more, be sure to attend Just Flicks this 

year!) 
 

The key, I believe, is to recognize these re-

venge-based tendencies, and to anticipate 

their presence in advance. Then we can 

strive to reign in those unjust tendencies so 

they do not become our actions. 
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Environmental Consequences 
of War  

 
By Connie Requarth 

We are all aware of the immediate effects of conflict on 
human life and infrastructure. We are less focused, 
though, on the long-term environmental costs for both 
humans and natural ecosystems. Few countries want to 
“clean up the mess” left after a war due to the prohibi-
tive cost, as well as the risk of setting a precedent for 
lawsuits for damages done. 
 
International legal requirements to do so are very weak 
and mostly unenforceable. Abandoned or decommis-
sioned military bases often leave behind contamination 
from untreated sewage, unsecured toxic waste, and 
fuel leaks. Unexploded ordnance and landmines also 
create hazards for humans and wildlife alike. 
 
The “scorched earth” method of warfare, chemical or 
nuclear, leaves soil erosion, deforestation, habitat loss 
and water contamination. These effects may last for 
decades or longer, as in Japan after the bombings dur-
ing World War II and in Vietnam where over 20 million 
gallons of herbicide were used in the 1970s. 
 
The loss of wetlands and habitat leads to huge decreas-
es in bird and mammal species. Massive human migra-
tions, such as in the Rwandan conflict, put incredible 
pressure on ecosystems  as forests are cleared for 
housing needs and firewood. 
 
Intentional destruction of oil wells and pipelines have 
caused massive damage on land and in the seas, par-
ticularly in the Persian Gulf area. Testing of nuclear ar-
maments has led to considerable radioactive contami-
nation, which will have long term effects on people and 
animals. 
 
While only a fraction of the armed conflicts in the world 
are international in scope, domestic regulations to ad-
dress and perhaps prevent ecological damage are sore-
ly lacking. There is a great need for countries to see 
environmental security as a desirable goal and to 
strengthen laws that hold society accountable. If more 
countries see an economic benefit to maintaining a via-
ble environment, perhaps there is some hope that we 
can begin to value our natural ecosystems as critical to 
our survival. 
 
From:  Sierra Club of Canada; The Environmental Con-
sequences of War, Clay Risen, Washington Monthly, 
Jan/Feb 2010; Watson Institute, Brown University, 
2011. 

“As things are now going 
the peace we make, what 
peace we seem to be making, 
will be a peace of oil, a 
peace of gold, a peace of 
shipping, a peace in brief, 
without moral purpose or 
human interest.”  

Archibald MacLeish 

“Which country is the great-
est threat to world peace?” 
The U.S. was number one 
with three times as many 
votes as the second-place 
country, Pakistan. That’s 
the world’s opinion.”  

Noam Chomsky in The Sun, 
June 2014 

“It is not for him to pride 
himself who loveth his own 
country, but rather for him 
who loveth the whole world. 
The earth is but one country 
and mankind it citizens.”  

Baha’u’llah 

“I do not want the peace 
which passeth understand-
ing; I want the understand-
ing which bringeth peace.”  

Helen Keller 

“It is easier to lead men to 
combat, stirring up their 
passion, than to restrain 
them and direct them toward 
the patient labors of peace.”  

Andre Gide 
“Nothing is more precious than peace. Peace is 
the most basic starting point for the advancement 
of humankind.”  

Daisaku Ikeda 

“Dream always of a peaceful, warless, disarmed world.”  
Robert Muller 


