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Ted Lewis is acquisitions editor for Wipf & Stock Publishers in Eugene, Oregon (and incidentally, the 
main driver of our IJES dream project to bring Ellul’s books back into print).  He is also the leader of a 
conciliation service.  Lewis argues that Christians (and for that matter, all citizens) ought to reflect on the 
nature, meaning, and impact of participating in voting and electoral politics (the focus is on the USA). 
 
Lewis acknowledges that there are no simple or easy answers to the questions about voting.   And he 
acknowledges that many have fought, suffered, and even died for the right to vote --- so it is not 
something to be rejected or neglected out of laziness, irresponsibility, or for light reasons. 
 
Lewis and his other eight contributors all urge a faithful political presence --- it’s just that voting may not 
be the best way of such presence, for a Christian at any rate.  Of course the authors must want to 
convince their readers.  But editor Lewis is surely right in saying that these perspectives ought at least  to 
be seriously discussed by a much broader audience. 
 
Goshen College history professor, John Roth, offers five possible reasons for Mennonite Christians not to 
vote: (1)  as pacifists, how can they support any military commander in chief, (2) political party platforms 
and leaders comflict with core Christian values---party differences are illusory, (3)  Christians are called to 
a prophetic and servant stance, not to reinforce the apparatus of the state (cf. the Constantinian fall of the 
church), (4) the individualism of voting violates the communal orientation of the faith, and (5) not voting 
can have a symbolic value – especially when accompanied by vigorous action to help the poor, suffering, 
et al.   
 
Like Roth, Andy Alexis-Baker is most certainly not calling for passivity.  He and his Ellul-inspired “Jesus 
Radicals” anarchists put most others to shame with their sacrificial efforts to help the hurting, illuminate 
the darkness, etc..  But Alexis-Baker asks “what is there to vote for?”  Drawing on the work of John  
Howard Yoder, Alexis-Baker argues that voting is often enough a ritual confession of the state-as-savior 
that substitutes for real authentic protest and activism.  Getting people involved in campaigns and voting 
deflects people from more effective activism and simply chooses which elite will rule over the people. 
 
Nekeisha Alexis-Baker acknowledges that as a black, immigrant, woman her choice not to vote may 
puzzle or offend other blacks, immigrants, and women to whom the franchise was long denied.  But she 
argues that ballots confine the expression of conviction, values, and choices.  She provides a great 
argument that the civil rights movement outside of electoral politics had a much greater impact on 
American life than what was achieved through voting and elections. 
 
G. Scott Becker’s chapter on Karl Barth explores some rather esoteric theological terrain for those 
interested.  Michael Degan reflects on how the electoral process brought out the worst in him, violates 
basic biblical teaching about citizenship in the kingdom of God, and is corrupted by money and power.  
His discussion of how political districting serves those in power is insightful. 
 
Notre Dame theology and ethics professor Todd David Whitmore argues that “the lesser evil is not good 
enough” as he carefully evaluates George Bush and John Kerry on matters of the Iraq war, tax policy, 
and abortion.  Pentecostal professor and pastor Paul Alexander urges his community to reject the 
nationalism and militarism of typical politics and behave as a transnational, alternative people of God.  
House church pastor Tato Sumantri makes a similar case for Christian investment in kingdom of God 
identity and recalls his disappointment with Jimmy Carter.  Ted Lewis closes with a thoughtful argument 
for the “presidentialdom” of God, discussing his own migration from voter to non-voter, imagining how 
Jesus might have responded to the opportunity to vote way back then, and challenging Christians to 



replace voting with active, faithful, sacrificial responses to the social and political challenges so 
imperfectly and ineffectively addressed by electoral politics. 
 
These are excellent, thought-provoking essays, especially for thoughtful Christians eager to “do 
something” and prone to electoral hype.  Personally, I am sympathetic but not convinced.  While I totally 
agree with the kingdom of God political identity themes (1) I hear our king calling us to “salt” the earth, not 
remake it or wait for it to be perfect; I see my voting as one aspect of modestly salting my world the best I 
can, but I have no illusions that this is as important as the alternative community activism I do in my urban 
neighborhood, etc.; (2) Christians are “ambassadors” from that other kingdom to their earthly nation of 
residence; if our earthly nation offers us the electoral franchise and invites us to vote---as it has---I think 
I’ll go ahead and try to do some salting; (3) while many of the electoral choices we have are pretty 
pathetic, and there is no “salvation” from any candidate, and my pathetic little vote may not count for 
much, I simply don’t believe that it was inconsequential for Bush to take the election from Gore in 2000; 
nor is the choice between McCain/Palin and Obama/Biden inconsequential for the world and the church. 

 
 


