

























































































them; "Who knows but that you may have come to the kingdom just for such a time?" l.e., to
prevent mass murders!

Ours are times when there are many murders/assassinations; -not just in domestic violence, in
our streets or drive-by shootings. I'm referring to what Tim Hackler, writing in a recent
ARKANSAS TIMES, calls "bloodless assassinations" which are the work of a crystallization
of thinking -- into very non-partisan thinking. There currently are groupings of particular
mind-sets that have berthed public advocacy policies. These are mostly single-issue groups;
abortion, homosexuality, sex education, AIDS, family values, health care reform depicted as
"socialized medicine." The groups take on names like ProLife, ProFamily, Excellence in
Education, Christian Coalition; -such harmless, yea, good-sounding causes. However, there
is a litmus test; anyone swaying just a dab to the left of the crystallized policy need not apply.

[ believe there is a "silent majority" out there very concerned about such tunnel-visioned
positions, especially those operating under the guise of doing the Lord’s work with prominent
TV evangelists promoting those political goals. For the church to "be involved in politics" is
aright which has been long-defended by United Methodism; -but not a politics of exclusion,
almost aimed at developing strong animosities of festering hatreds between people, of
"outsiders" who are condemned and targeted for destruction. There are those crying out, -
"Surely someone is in a position to lead us out of such intolerance."”

Indeed, someone, some group, must come forward with a responsible challenge to such divisive
intolerance. It needs to provide a hitching-post, a rallying-point for the new "silent majority"
that is very concerned and frustrated by all that is developing on our national political and
religious scene. It CANNOT and MUST NOT be another hate group, out only to destroy
those who are bent on destroying. There is just no room for that among the believers in God,
Lord and savior of us all! It must be a movement of bridge-building, of reconciling that can
bring a certain calming to today’s turbulent waters. It must be a call to TRUTH, as Jesus
defines Truth, "...that which will set you free." Such Truth will be free from hate and free to
love! -to hear! -to make transitions! -to stand firm, but not be exclusive and only condemning,.
[t would be a voice defending the right of a political candidate to run for an elected office and
campaign on the issues of that office, not the immorality of the opposing candidate: -for the
right of anelected official to do the work of the office for which elected and not be required to
expend all resources on defending trumped-up character assassination charges. (And, that’s
no call to overlook immoral conduct or behavior; simply a call to evaluate our motives.)

I, asaclergy person, am looking for such a group that is committed to promote such tolerance.
I’'m presently tracking the work of an existing nation-wide advocacy group called, "People for
the American Way." Their mission seems to be one of tolerance. Yet, asa clergy I feel the need



identified with the more intolerant postures. Besides the need for the more open stance, [ think
the church is getting a bum rap from all that is going on. We must not remain silent. As the

writer of the Epistle of James exhorts in the Epistle lesson today, "If anyone among you
wanders from the truth, bring them back."

"Surely someone has come to the Kingdom for a time such as this," I can hear old Mordecai
declaring and challenging. Or is it God I’'m hearing?

"Teacher, we saw a fellow out there casting out demons in your name and we stopped him
because he’s not one of us," the disciples came saying to Jesusone day. "Well, was it working?
Were the demons beingcast out? Were the people being made whole and set free?" Jesus asked.

"Yes, Sir," was their reply. "Then, don’t stop them. Whoever is not against is us for us," was
Jesus’ solution to the situation. [Mk.9:38-40]

Let’s focus just a moment on that surely God-intended lesson in this Gospel account. It must
remind us that there is more than one way of thinking about God, of relating to God, of
hearing from God and of learning through the insights of others. How fearful it is when any
moral, any church, any coalition, any political party, any nation comes to hold that he/she/it
has a monopoly on salvation, be in a religious or a political scenario. Undoubtedly these are
times when we need be reminded that God’s Truth is always bigger than any mortal or group

of mortalscan grasp totally. Therealwaysremainsthecall for tolerance of otherinsights, other
approaches that may be coming from God.

Intolerance is a sign of both arrogance and ignorance. It is arrogant when it asserts that there
is"no truthbeyond my thinking, speaking and perceptionofit." Intolerance ignorance because
itis lazy; -a crystallization of a bias and too lazy to work at new insights God may be revealing.
The basis for tolerance, however, simply is the realization of the magnitude of the orb of Truth.
It was John Morley who once wrote, "Truth dwells in divers mansions, wears vesture of many
colours and speaks in strange tongues." Mortals who would be Christ-like are to know that we
may be intolerant of another’s position, but we may never be intolerant of that person. We
may hate another’s belief, deeds and behavior, but we can never hate the person. We may wish
to eliminate what another teaches, but we can never wish to eliminate the person, to even

include-them-out. That was the divine genius of Jesus; he could stand so firmly against, yet
neither condemn nor exclude.

"He drew a circle and shut me out

Rebel, heretic, a thing to flout.

But love and I had the wit to win,

We drew a circle that took him in." (Edwin Markham)

"Who knows whether or not you have come to the Kingdom for just such a time as this" -- to
draw that circle of Christ-like tolerance and love?

PRAYER: "Lord, speak to me that [ may speak in living echoes of thy tone..." AMEN
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Dr. Herbert D.Valentine, Chair. As former Moderator of the
Presbyterian Church (USA), Dr.Valentine held the highest elected position in
the church body until last year. He is currendy serving as the Executive
Presbyter for the Baltimore Presbytery.

Dr. Joan Brown Campbell is the current General Secretary of the
National Council of Churches. As part of a distinguished career marked by a
commitment to ecumenical dialogue, she has served as President of the
National Association of Ecumenical Staff and as a member of the Steering
Committee for US. Church Leaders. She also serves on the board of
directors of the Union Theological Seminary in New York City.

Denise T. Davidoff is the Hoderator of the Unitarian Universalist
Association, the highest elected office in the UUA. She has also served as
President of the Unitarian Universalist Women's Federation and currenty sits
on the Unitarian Universalist Board of Trustees.

Rabbi David Gelfand is Senior Rabbi of the Anshe Chesed Fairmount
Temple in Cleveland, Ohio. In addition, he serves as a chairperson for the
Clergy Division of the United Way and is an Executive Board Hember of the
Synagogue Council of America. Rabbi Gelfand also was an adjunct faculty
member of the Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion in New
York City and has published numerous artides on issues related to social
justice.

Bishop Thomas J. Gumbleton is the Roman Catholic Bishop from
the Archdiocese of Detroit. Bishop Gumbleton has a distinguished career as
a spokesman for world peace. He has served as President of Bread for the
World and is serving on the Board of Witness For Peace. He has received
numerous awards, induding the University of Notre Dame Peacemaker
Award, and has published over twenty artides in national publications on
issues related to world peace and social justice.

Rabbi Arthur Hertzberg is one of the countrys most influential
theological minds. Rabbi Hertzberg is the former president of both the
American Jewish Congress and the American Jewish Policy Foundation. He is
Professor Emeritus of Religion at Dartmouth University and visiting professor
of history at New York University.

Reverend Leonard B. Jackson is an Associate Pastor in the First
American Methodist Church in Los Angeles. He played a major role in
planning and rebuilding efforts immediately following the recent avil unrest
in Los Angeles. He has devoted himself to the reinvigoration of the Los
Angeles community by providing leadership for a number of volunteer
organizations, induding the Los Angeles Youth Motivational Task Force.

Dr. Robert H. Meneilly is the Senior Pastor of The Village Church
in Prairie Village, Kansas, which is a 7,600 member congregation. He
recently served terms on the Board of Trustees at both Pittsburgh and
HcCormick Theological Seminaries and is the current President of the Kansas
Gty Counal of Churches.

Bishop Francis P. Murphy is the Auxiliary Bishop of the Catholic
Archdiocese of Baltimore. He has a long-standing involvement with issues
related to care for the poor, induding his current term as President of the
Western Maryland Interfaith Housing Development. He also serves as an
advisory Board Member for the Christian Children’s Fund and is a member
of the board of directors for Bread Ffor the World.

Dr. A. Knighton Stanley is the Senior Hinister of Peoples
Congregational United Church of Christ of Washington, D.C. and a member
of the United Church of Christ General Synod's nominating committee. He
chairs the board of trustees of the University of the District of Columbia,
serves on the Steering Committee of America 2000 of the District of
Columbia and is a member of the board of directors of both the Columbia
Heights Development Corporation and the latino Development Corporation.

Reverend Dr. John M. Swomley has been a pioneer in the field
of social ethics and political science for more than thirty years. He has
published over 350 articles and six books on religious liberty and Christian
ethics. He is a committed member of national peace organizations, such as
the Fellowship of Reconciliation, where he served as Executive Secretary. He
has had a long involvement in the struggle for avil rights, induding
strategic planning for the Southern Christian Leadership Conference.

William P. Thompson has an unparalleled record of service
reflecting his concern for the unity of the Presbyterian Church, which he
has served as Moderator and Stated Clerk of the General Assembly, the
church’s highest governing body. He is a member of the Central Committee
of the World Council of Churches, a former President of the World Alliance
of Reformed Churches and also served on the General Board of the National
Counal of Churches from 1966 to 1984.

Dr. Foy Valentine has distinguished himself as a theologian, scholar
and Christian Ethicist, publishing numerous books and artides in the
Christian Social Ethics field. He has served as chairman of the Christian
Ethics Commission for Baptist World Alliance and served on President Jimmy
Carter's Commission for a National Agenda for the 1980s. He is the
immediate past president of Americans United for Separation of Church and
State and for 28 years was Executive Director of the Christian Life
Commission of the Souther Baptist Convention.
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Darkness cannot drive out darkness;
only hght can do that. Hate cannot
drive out hate; only love can do that.

Martin Luther King, Jr.
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August 25, 1994
Ms. Hillary Rodham Clinton
First Lady
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Wwashington, D. C. 20500

Dear Hillary:

~ e

So much has happened since I had the pleasant and proud opportunity
to introduce you to Democratic functions a couple of times in

Hot Springs Village a few years ago. I know the chance of this
letter reaching your eyes are ''slim."

Please find enclosed a copy of the 'Focus On The Family'" prepared

by James C. Dobson, Ph.D., President, dated August, 1994, for your
information and use. I am frustrated as to hew he gets away with

his remarks, comments, and false interpretations regarding your
statements you made in your Mother's Day Commencement Address at the
George Washington University. I am also bewildered as to why DNC has
not taken appropriate action to check into the orchestration of
remarks by this newsletter and other religious newsletters.

I am not sure of the tax exempt status of Focus On The Family. I
believe that an immediate review by IRS of the tax status of this
organization is appropriate in reference to the attached newsletter.

I hope that you will be able to take the time to read the attached
newsletter.

Keep on keeping on!
Kindest regards,

Hurlon Ray
PHOTOCOPY
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MEMBER: 1. Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission

2. Arkansas Public Policy Panel

3. Arkansans for Environmental Reform (AER)

4. Central Arkansas Regional Transportation Study (CARTS), Technical
Coordinating Committee (TCC)

5. Legislative Chalirman Arkansas State Federation of National Association of
Retired Federal Employees (NARFE)

6. Arkansas Wildlife Federation, Board of Directors

MEMBERt 1. Saline County Planning Commission
2. President Chapter 1256, Saline County, NARFE
3. Owensville/Paron Water Association
4., Saline County Water Advisory Committee

MEMBER: 1. State Democratic Executive Committee
2, Delegate to State Democratic Convention (1994)
3. Saline County Democratic Central Committee
4. Garland County Workshop for Informed Democrats (WID)
5. Hot Springs Village Democratic Club
6. Arkansas Senior Democrats
MEMBER: 1. ' Sierra Club
2. Nature Conservancy
3. Soil and Water Conservation Soclety of America
4. Audubon Soclety
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Nnited States Senate

i | WASHINGTON, DC 20810

i Juno 22, 1994
I
!
The l{onorabla jWilliam Clinton
President of {he United States .
The White House

1500 Pennsylvidnia Avenue
Washingten, DgC

Dear Mr. President:

Ae tha Ndvember elactlions draw closer, Amezicans will bae
looking to Regublican and Democrat candidates to discuss their
positions on #he challenges facing our countzry. And we believe
that a frank debate of cur differences on issues like health
caxe, taxes, ¢rime, and foreign policy is the essence of a
healthy democfacy, and will be good for America.

~ What (s gjot geod for Amexica, howaever, is quastioning a
candidata‘'s fitness for office because of his or her religious
bl lefs. Ang that is precissly what several prominent members
of your partyjhave dche in recent days, making comments that
bring to mindjthe type of attacks faced by Al Smith in 1928 and
John Xennedy ia 1960
|

Mz. Prelidont, You have spokaen elo&uently {in the past about
the need for golerance in our lives, and about the importance of
religion in tja lives of Americans. We write to ask that you now
join with us in repudiating the remarks of thoss who use tarms
like "fire-brgathing Christian radical right,” and who cheapen
ouz domoc:acylthrough raligious bigotry.
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Sincerely,
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WESTERN STATES
CENTER

July 24, 1994

Dear Anne,

Cynthia and I heard tha First Lady speak at dinneé on Friday -
you are so fortunate to have her as a friend and colleague! She
deeply impressed everyone in attendance.

I was particularly struck by her words about the far right, and
the need for liberals and progressives to not abandon or vilify
that base, but instead to compete for it with real and workablc

programs.

Our message exactly! Would she consider a seat on our Board?

No, seriously, I thought you’d be interested in a memo we drafted
for our trip to waghington last month, in which we sought to
encourage political leaders in washington to respond to the
serious threat of right-wing populism in the West, by supporting
a counter-vailing progressive populisa througn the grassroots
organizations and progressive statewide coalitions we work with
throughout our eight: states.

We think we got a good hearing, though it’s hard to be sure how
far ‘outside-the-Beltway’ strategies will be taken. That’s why
we’re coming back this week (Tues~-Thura, 7/26-28), to underscore
this message and talk with additional political and labor-union
leaders. We’re also bringing back specific recommendations on
groups and strategies in states for some of the folks (e.g. at
the Democratic committees) we talked with last time around.

In any event - T imagine you’re swamped, but if you had a few
minutes to visit I’d love to stop by. My voice mail is 503-260-
1320. And -~ thanks for suggesting that Carol Seifert call me!
We’ll befvisiting with her and Nan Aaron on Thursday morning.

]
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WESTERN STATES ‘
CENTER

EMO - 'DRAFT ***|DRAFT #++ DRAFT

FROM: Jeff Malachowsky, Director, Western States Center l
Tom Novick, Director, Western Progressive Leaders#ip Network of the

Western States Center .

l
DATE: Junc 24, 1994 : ;

SUBJECT: MEMO om SIKATEGY - 'LOSING THE WEST rb THE RIGHT’

' 1
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!

The memo below is inten@ed to convey our analysis of tar Kight strat;cgy in the Western
region where we work, and suggest sume countler-Right prugeessive st?:_:.tcgics where
invcstment of rcsources might have significant impact this year, and in the future. Our
a{lalysis is focused arounc! elections because right-wing strategy is hui:lt around elections.

i |
The Western States Center is a2 seven-year-old non-partisan, non-proﬁt public interest
organization with a staff of 12 working in the eight Western states of Ortgon, Washington,

Idaho, Montena, Utah, Nevada, Wyoming and Alaska. We provide trtinmng, strategy,

-consulting and research to grassroots and citizens organizations and progressive elected

officials.
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OSING THE WEST TO THE RIGHT

SUMMARY

The Radical Right has the potential to win or play a major role in a frightful number of
electoral victories in the West in 1994. This possibility not only holds dire implications for
this election cycle, it will have ramifications through the 1996 elerhom as well.

With a self-fueling insurgency expressed at every level of the ballot ! local, state and
congressional elections, and a proliferation of hot-button ballot measures and issue
initiatives - the Right’s streagth will grow with every election it wins - and every one it
loses, such is the nature of its underdog anti-government populism.

While there is hope, it does not lie solely in traditiona: politics nor tradmonal polidcal
arties.

Instead the Right must be met by a countervailing populism, with a constellation of
grassroots Citizens organizations tackling the Right on its issues agendas, and broad
community-based electoral coalitions meeting them head-on at the ballot. These parallel
efforts not only challenge the Right, they serve as a direct complement to more traditiona!
campaign efforts.

Such groups and coalitions exist today, growing slowly but obscured ‘from national view.
\ith an intusion of support over the next three years, they can play a key role in murning

tack the rising tides of the Right in the West

RIGHT MAKES MIGHTY

A powerful grassroots insurgency by converging right-wing mcvemcx:lts is becoming the
cominant political dynamic in many Westem states. The most potent issues and
movements arc anti-cnvironment (the Wice Use Movement), anti-gay’ and lesbian (Religious

Right), and anti-tax/anti-governmeat. While distinct in many ways, these movements have
meany key similariies. Among the most important are these:

4 they have dual identities, with a self-interested, manipulative and often
carpetbagging leadership at the top, and an authentic grassroots populism of real
people responding to real problems at their base;

» their outreach and recruitment are primarily focused around economic stress,

uncertainty and poverty, which means they overlap acd re.n.force each other
particularly in distressed suburbs and rural areas;
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b they borrow freely from each others' agendas, which gives thc: rxght-wmg insurgency
overall a comprehensive series of social, polmcal ard economic programs
compelling to its followers. For example, in the rural West where the economy and
environment are irtertwined, the Religious Right, secking * broaden its economic
populist appeal, borrows its environmental themes directly from the Wise Use
Movements. : ;

& they have direct and aggressive electoral agendas, particularly at local and state
legislative levels, and through issue-defined ballot measures.

% taey have access to state-of-the-art strategy, training, media anu communication
techniques through national nght-wmg networks and resource centers, and in many
cases to virtually unlimited cash via their corporate (e.g. Wise Use) or religious
backers.

‘Thus, the convergence between movements is even more important than their differences,
and they are having a ’synergistic impact’ on Western politics far greater than commonly.
acknowledged. We have seen them come to dominate public debate on critical issues, and
define the range of debate cn more; they have swung the balance of several state
legislatures from Democrat to Republican and then to Far Right Republican; they have
polarized politics to such ac extent that they have destroyed the 'middle ground’ in
legislative chambers and public policy where moderate politicians and proposals can effect
compromise and effectively address problems. :

In this election year of 1994, the convergence and synergism of right-wing movements
threatens to incinerate many progressive hopes. The movements are at nearly full bloom,
running what is effectively a vertically integrated electoral strategy at 'all levels of the ballot
from top to bottom. For example:

| Federal Races - The recent pnmanes in Oregon, Idaho and Montana havc given the Right

( wing an unprecedented concentration of congressmnal candidates in conuguous states with

| overlapping media markets. Three in Oregon, one in Idaho and one in Montana will likely
be joined by one to three more in Wachington. With a Far Right candidate for Govemor in
Oregon, plus hot-button ballot measures drawing motivated conservative voters in each
state, the Right stands to dominate media, concentrate resources, and see its messages and
voter mobilization efforts reinforced like the endless reflections in a line of mirrors. In
addition pitched battles for U.S. Senate in Wyoming, Montana and Washington will
reinforce the Far Right themes. Several of these same Western states' are facing strong
right-wing mobilizations around ballot measures or races lower down ion the tickets.

State Races - Oregon, Idaho, Wyoming and Ne\ada all have gubematorial races on this
year’s ballot. Three are open sests, and all are currently occupied by Democrats but
concerted conservative campaigns could benefit Republicans. Rarﬂeeafnr legislative
majorities loom in Nevada where Republicans have a one vote majority in the Senate, in
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Oregon where Republxcans will make a strong num to erase the two vote Democratic
majurity in the Senale and maintain their four vote mdrgm in the House, and in Montana
where the House went Republican by a six vote margin in 1992. In Washington hard
fought gains from the 1992 elections will be fiercely attacked. Couservatives are already
taking advantage of a Repnhhcan-amnnmd campaign finaoce reform measure by running
independent attack ads against incumbent Democratic legislators; the less-well financed
Deinocials have besu fcu|t.ed to hold off retuuning [ire.

Issue Based Ballot Measures - Although the dezdline for submitting petition signatures is
still 2 few weeks away in many of our states, it appears that record njrmber of initiatives
pushed by right-wing and conservative forces will grace this year's ballot. Anti-gay
measures ate still pending and likely to make the ballot in Oregon, Waahjngton and Idabo.
(A Nevada proposal fmled to collect enough signatures.) Measures that requlre 2
supermajority to raise taxes or fees, require a direct vote of the pc0ple to raise taxes, or
repeal tax reforms passed by legislatures will be on the ballot in at least three to four states.
Montana is likely to face!all of these. An anti-abortion measure is on the ballot in
Wyoming, and awacks oo public empluyee pensions and the preveiling wage law are
werding their way towaré the ballot in Oregon. Finally, anti-environiment takings proposals
are being circulated in Oregon and Washington.

This proliferation of right-wing sponsored measures will fragment progressives’ electoral
efforts. Public employee unions, teachers and trade unions provide significant resources to
progressive candidates in our region. Although still vastly outspent, these contributors terd
to be the only counterbalance to the heavy partlsan spendmg of natural resource
development industries. By forcing these progressive allies to spend considerable resources
fighting initiatives, conservatives and the Right make it more difficult for progressive
candidates to win. In addition, these various initiatives feed directly into the and-
government, anti-incumbent rhetoric of many ccnservasive candldatesthxch in turn allows
them 1o frame public debate.

-

JUST THE BEGINNING...

As if this were not enough bad news for progressives and advocates of liberal, activist
government, 1994 must be seen primarily as the Rjght s bulding stag’e for 1996. The
W@xsm sconomic uncertainty, crime and th:eatemng

|| | soci ge, aggressive progressive movements by environmentalists, gays, women and
| | othcrb, end 2 government. chock-{ull of juicy wrgels from Bill and Hilla.nv ou down - will
\ perszst unabated certainly’ tn’rough the next three years.

“Moreover, the right-wing movements have shown the sophisticated cépacﬂy to conduct
multi-year strategies, win through losing, innovate rapidly and expand effectively. The
anti-gay suatcgies of the Ou.agon Citizens Alliance (OCA) provide a felling casc in point.
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demobilized when the time comes to fight in 1996. For the Far Right call to battle in the
'War on the West’ is a rcgonating themc whosc power is rcsonating this year, but which
will be even more potent and damaging in three,

NO WEDGE, No EDGE

There is hope for progressive’ coastituencies secking to blunt the advance of the Far Right,
_and it lies in meeting populism with populism.

The strategies of the Rx,ht in all their scparate issues, depend on scapegoanng and blame,
on providing idcntity ard rcassurance to distressed constiruencies by selecting out and
attacking weaker, smaller'and less popular ones. The key strategic weaknesses of the Rigat
lie here, and not just in their deceit. Right-wing organizing strategies, issue agendas and
political programs fail to meet the cherished puhlic values of balance, :conperation,
compromise and give-and-take. They are instead extremist, polanzmg unforgiving and
ultimately hollow.

Without the ability to use 'wedge issues’ to drive people apart and focus attacks on
scapegoats, the Right is denied the ability to expand and mobhilize its hase.

Remarkable experiments are underway in the West %o pull liberal and |progressive
constituencies together, to counter the right wing by creating real and ‘authentic coalitions
that visibly embody the values of balance, cooperanon and comprormsc Rather than
temporary coalitions formed to address single issues or serve as vehicles for specific
"messages’ during individual elections, these coalitions are. formed of organizations with
extensive gtassioots mewberskips who work logethier both ioside and butside clections o
address the stated concems of those members. These coalitions, because of their
authenticity as vehicles to express community values in distinction to the Right, will be
powerful forces in developing a countervailing pmgre«ive papnlism, and thrangh their
grassroots activities can make possible progressive electoral strategies 'that could be
achicved in no other way.

Again Idaho offers an example.

For over 18 months, top AFL and education officials have been meeting with the leaders of
statewide wouuens, envicroiueatal and econvmic justice organizations, :planniog coopeiative
achivity to blunt both the Wise Use Movement in its campaigrs around the environment and
economy, and the radical Rchgmus Right in its campaigns against gays and lesbians and
public education.

This cooperation helped lay the ground around which the campaign aga.umt Helen

Chenoweth will be conducted, when the AFL took the lead in March in attacking her for
her connectons to the Wise Use Movement - which they defined as anti-environment, ant-
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labor and anti-community stability. Having the most substantial blow against Chenoweth’s
major anti-environmental| ally delivered not by the expected and easy-to-disrniss
environmentalists - whick of course would feed right into her polanzxng and scapegqating
swategy - but instead by the elected representatives of natural resource and other labor
unions. sent a powerful message. This step precipitated a rethinking ‘within certain
conservative Democrat and resource industry union constituencies, reexamining the
implications of their alliance with a movement favored by anti-labor Republicans and anti-
labor ccrporations. If LaRocco is to drive the pomt home that he rather than Chenoweth is
the candidate thet represents balance, compromise and forward motionh cn the thorny
environment/economic issues dividing Idaho, he will need the cooperation and real-world
support of Just this coalmon. And, if he is to survive the attempts of the insurgent right-
wing forces in Idaho to sllay his candidacy with a death of 1000 unseen community-level
cuts, he will need the organizations represented by this coalition to respond on their own
initiative at the commumty level as well

Montana offers another qxamplc with 2 high profile U.S. Senate and Congressional race.
Conrad Burns, incumbent Republican Senator, and Republican congressional challenger Cy
Jamison (former BLM Director under Bush), will hammer away at ann-envuonmental
themes seeking to polanze the debate. The themes will be echoed by Republican legislative
candidates and the hundreds of grassroots Wise Usé and Religious Right organizations in
the state. (Republican Ron Marlenee in 1992’s Congressional campaign against incumbent
Pat Williams demonstrated the potent symbiosis between these movements when he
aitacked Williams as bemg the candidate of the 'fern feelers and praitie fairies.’) Seeking
to counter this activity will be a broad besed coalition organization (Montzana Alliance for
Progressive Policy) whxclp includes organized labor, conservationists, womens groups,
seniors, Native Amencan‘s low income advocates and others.

ACT LOCALLY, THINX NAT!ONALLY

These coalitions of coursé are only as strong as the grasstoots organizations that make them
up. But in the Western states this year, support for grassroots commumty action by citizens
based organizations and their coalitions can have a decisive impact on the fortunes of both
liberal and reactxonary cand_dates Extended over the next three years, such support may
well be successful in erecting a bulwark against further expansion and victory by the
converging Far Right for{l.‘es in the West.

As organizers in the Wesk, we see that the right-wing populis: insurgence is by its very
breadth and viciousness creatmg here-to-fore unseen opportumtles to build new populist
coalitions and conduct new organizing drives. Moreover, again 'led’ by the Right, we see
new appormnities to hlmH aithentic grassroore arganizing strategies with urgent electoral
strategies. A political str‘ategy based on these opportunities is not only possible but
compelling - absent that, as the old adage gues, ’without changing durctioas we'rc going to
get where we’re going.’ !
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FIGHT POPULISM WTITH PquL_JSM.

A strategy to improve progresswe prospects for blunting the growth of the Right in 1994 by
supporting community-based actioa both inside and outside the electoral arena wouid seek
to provide funds and suppon in four areas:

Communiry-based !orgamzmg and action and voter education
Coordination among constituencies

Political action by'grassroots groups .
Coordination among states

et A

Community-based organizing would include such activities as voter education and
mobilization, research and public education on issues, training of citizens and education of
policy makers. Such activities could be cornducted with tax-exempt and tax-deductible
funds, so long as they in no way sought to influence the election of any specific candidate
for public office. Issues arourd which such activity might be most effective this year
include the Wise Use Mobemem the Religious Right, public education, aborion and choice
in some states, log exports and other environmental issues where lator/environmental
alliances are possible. ‘

Coordination among constituencies is essential, to both create, and publicly present, the
reality of cooperation, coﬁ:promlsc and balance. In many states specific coalitions exist
who are already well-advanced along this agenda; in these and others support for particular
individual organizations would also be equally valuable. In most states coalitions exist
dedicated to electoral action which can accept political action funds, while others exist
dedicated to non-partisan, non-profit research and public education. In many cases
memberships and issue agendas overlap.

Coordination among state; is essential to maximize the speed and efficiency with which
information is shared, strategies developed and implemented, and themes and issues
propelled. Clear but limited opportunities for effective action around issues exist this year,
around the Wise Use Movement the Religious Right, key issues such as log exports and
property rights, etc, These opportunities are based on issues and public education which
can be addressed by non-profits without engaging in partisan or electoral politics.

Direct political action and involvement in elections is a strategy that some but not all
progressive constiruencies: in the West will employ this year, More and more, however, are
moving to embrace electoral strategies. For some such activity is limited to ballot
measures, for others it extends to candidate elections at one or more levels of the electoral
process. Citizens nrg;mlza:hnm generally seek to patticipate in elections throngh organizing
activity, rather than through gifts of cash - organized labor is the exception of course. In
somec Western states progressive constitueacies liave established electoral coalitions to
conduct joint activities on' candidates and issues of mutual concern.

8 | s Dflﬁ (224



Support for such activities in 1994 will have a definite and beneficial impact on progressive
prospects this year, on the overall public climate and, in cases where partisan funds are
used, on specific progrcssjve electoral strategies.

THINKING AHEAD

Qiven that the contest with the Far Right will certainly extend over the next three years or
more, and will require constant not episodic conununity-based opposition, it becomes a top
priority to target such support to organizations and coalitions that will be active throughout
that period.

Moreover, so that this support builds stronger organizations instead of flash-in-the-plan last-
minute activity flurries, it'is essential that wherever possibly the support be committed
early. Authentic populist action cannot be purchased like a media buy the key weeks
hefore an election, and a strategy to fight populism with populism requires different funding
timelines than most political funders are used to. :

Looking beyond this November, the fight with the Far Right in the West will certainly
continue unabated into the foreseeable future. Four strategic areas are most in need of
support over the next multi-vear period, if grassroots action is to join traditional partisan
activity as a weapon of choice against the Right. These four areas include:

I'e Research - tactical and strategic opposition research is a must, given that we ars
facing a rapidly evolving right-wing insurgency dependent upon stealth, deceit and
clandestine relationships betwesn organizations, leaders, networks and funders.

2. Grasstoots organizing - which means building the base through- which ordinary
citizens can act oa their own issues and express their own values, becoming in the process
a political force mobilized and mobilizable against the Right.

8. Cogrdination through coalitions - aggregating the strength of individual
constituencies, and creating the relationships that deny the Right its wedges and edges,
presenting the public instead with effective models of true balance, cooperadon and
effective problem-solving. :

4. Political action - political action by progressive constituencies at all levels of
clectoral politics is esseutial tv oppuse e vertically-integrated electoral agenca of the Far
Right. Imagining that all such activity should take place through traditional parties or labor
unioas or other established organizations is imagining the genie back in the bottle; instead,
new forms of political action are needed, by newly energized and organizad constitnencies
and coalitions. '

Both in the short-term, 1994, and in tae long term, such efforts have the potential to create
in the West a countervailing populism - a new populism - far more genuine and
representative than the sham-based reactionary movements of the Far Right.
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WHTE ttovse Bulteaw WEDNESDAY , TUNE 22 1994
THE ROAD AHEAD:

This morning, the Bulletin invites Michael Novak, the Director of
Social and Political Studies at the American Enterprise Institute, and
author of “The Catholic Ethic and the Spirit of Capitalism," to discuss
the role of Catholic Americans in politics and public policy.

BULLETIN: What issues tend to motivate Catholic voters to swing between
parties at the national level?

NOVAK: Among the great issues of the last 30 years were concerns about
the Soviet Union and the too low level of US defense spending. Second was
over taxation combined with inflation and unemployment. Remember that
Carter was plagued with both. And the third is a complex of family and
cultural issues. Over the last 30 years, particularly with respect to the
presidency, Republicans have won an extraordinary series of elections by
gaining an unprecedented share of the Catholic vote. In my native state
of Pennsylvania, if you hold the Democratic Catholic vote under 55
percent, you are able to win the state as a Republican. And that’s the
way it is in the long line of states that go from Connecticut through New
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan and
Iowa. And other very heavily Catholic states are Florida, Texas and
California. So, if you look at a map, it is an accident of history that
the Catholic vote is concentrated in the states with the highest electoral
votes, and that has also been capable of swinging by as much as 30 points
one-way or the other since 1960. Remember: swing votes count twice --
once as a take away, once as a plus.

BULLETIN: So, how are Catholic voters reacting to President Clinton’s
policies?

NOVAK: 1It’s a little early to tell. 1In 1992, he did a little better
among Catholics than Massachusetts Governor Michael Dukakis had, but not

a great deal better. And Perot took a surprising proportion of Catholic
votes that Bush had won in 1988. Part of the reason for Clinton’s vote
totals, I’ve thought, is cultural, that Catholics are family people and
they respond to political language put in the plural and about the family.
I think that George Bush’s language was familiar Republican language which
just didn‘’t ring bells with Catholic voters. Ronald Reagan talked their
language. He talked about "family, work, neighborhood, peace, strength.®
This was his slogan. Every one of this words echoed very well in Catholic
neighborhoods. And his policies were followed through on that. And he
could have been elected to a third term, I think.

Today, there is a broad, thin support for Clinton among Catholics,

but it is thin. And there are some warning signs about the ice cracking.

BULLETIN: President Clinton has talked a lot about personal
responsibility and family and dealing with the problems of the cities.
Has that resonated with Catholic voters?

NOVAK: Yes. In talking about family and in talking about personal
responsibility and in voicing his religious views, I think he has won
applause among Catholic voters. On the other hand, in expanding the range
of abortions, as he did in his very first days in office, through military



and Federal institutions, in the rather active series of affirmative
action appointments, and particularly in boosting the cultural
acceptability of the moral equivalence of homosexual and heterosexual
marital status, he’s sounded notes that are disturbing to those who
cherish Christian and Jewish morality.

BULLETIN: Do you think it’s possible for traditional Ccatholic voters to
make common-cause politically with members of what is called the Religious
Right even though Catholics and evangelical Christians have strong
theological differences?

NOVAK: In more and more areas, Jews and Christians who hold to the
classical values of their faith are making common cause. They feel they
are much besieged by an aggressive secular minority, operating largely
through the courts in a tyrannical fashion, and much abetted by the news
media. They feel under attack and feel the need to cooperate on practical
issues, just as they have many times in American history. After all, the
Roosevelt coalition was largely a coalition between evangelicals and
Catholics and Jews.

As for the current counteroffensive against the Christian right by
President Clinton, there is a division among Catholics on this matter.
Some Catholics don’t like being associated with evangelicals and some will.
defend Clinton. But others who are worried about the curriculum changes
in the schools and the efforts of this new generation of local leaders to
force their own morality upon people in the schools and in the
neighborhoods will think they are being unfairly attacked. They are just
trying to defend the beliefs and values of their parents and grandparents
and they are not accustomed to being attacked for that as if that is
bigotry. My guess is that this will boomerang against the Democrats. You
shouldn’t attack other people’s religion. It is just not the right way to
proceed. And if Clinton thinks his religion is being unfairly attacked,
just saying that would win sympathy for him. But doing the same thing to
others only hurts him.

BULLETIN: Do you see, then, the possibility of a religious political
coalition opposing a secular political coalition?

NOVAK: In the last election we already saw some signs of that. The Bush
campaign, though it did so badly, won overwhelmingly among regular
churchgoers. If you divide those of religious background between those
who regularly participate in church and those who do not, there’s a sharp
differentiation in how they vote.

BULLETIN: Then which group would be in the majority?

NOVAK: You also have to see how the issues are at election time, whether
people are worried about economic issues =-- jobs, inflation, taxation.
There is certainly a great division now about health care. They also
worry about their families and the moral condition of the country. And
which of these issues will have salience is awfully hard to predict in
advance. Right now, the President is doing reasonably well among these
churchgoing people, but some are awfully angry at him.

BULLETIN: 1In 1992, the Democratic Party did not allow Pennsylvania
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Mnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20310
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The Honorubl-lwilliam Clinten
President of Yhe United States ;
The White Hougel

1500 Pennsylvinia Avenue
Wa Shingtcn ’ DiC
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A8 the N1vombsr elacticns draw cleser, Amezicans will be

looking to Regublican and Democrat candidates to discuss their
positions on #he challenges facing our countzry. And we beliave
that a frank gebate of our diff{ezences on issues like hezlth
caxe, taxes, grime, and fereign policy ia the essence of a
healthy demeczacy, and will be good for Amezica.

~, What ls jjot goed for America, however, (s quastioning a
candidate‘’s fitness for office because of his or her religious
biliefs. Anl that is precisely what several prominent members
of your partyflhave done in racent days, making comments that

bring to mindiths type of attacks faced by Al Smith fn 1928 and
John Kennedy a P!GO.

Mz. Pres! dont, You have spokan eloguently in the past about
the need for | olb:anco in our lives, and abocut tha importance ot
religion in t @ lives of Americans. We write to ask that you now
join with us in zepudlating the remarks of thoss. who use terms
like "fire-brgathing Christian radical right," and who cheapen
ouzr domoc:acylthrough :alLQLOus biqotry
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Jate: 06/24/94 Time: 15:56
50P House Members Seek Elders' Resignation

WASHINGTON (AP) Eighty-seven GOP House members sought the
ressignation of Surgeon General Joycelyn Elders on Friday,
escalating a conflict over Democrats' attacks on right-wing
Republicans.

The Republicans' letter to President Clinton came two days after
Zlders, according to newspaper accounts, referred to the
“‘un-Christian religious right'' and added, "~ "We've got to be
strong to take on those people who are selling our children out in
the name of religion.''

The letter did not specifically mention these remarks but they
were cited often at a news conference by Rep. Cliff Stearns,

R-Fla., author of the letter, other lawmakers and spokesmen for
conservative Christian organizations.

" "She should be using this office to fight sickness and disease
and not using this office to fight parents and churches,'' Stearns
said.

The letter said Elders °~"has not chosen to utilize her position
to advance the general health and welfare of all Americans, but
rather to advocate views antithetical to the majority of
citizens.''

Elders' press spokesman could not immediately be reached for
comment.

On Thursday, 44 Senate Republicans wrote Clinton asking him to
repudiate remarks that reflect religious bigotry. That letter came
after Rep. Vic Fazio of California, chairman of the Democratic
Congressional Campaign Committee, criticized the rise of the
radical right in Republican politics.

On Friday, President Clinton criticized evangelical Christian
broadcasters, mentioning Jerry Falwell by name. Clinton said he was
getting tired of being pounded by the right wing. “~“I'm going to be
far more aggressive,'' he said.

At the news conference outside the Capitol, Rep. F. James
Sensenbrenner Jr., R-Wis., said Elders had "~ "forfeited her right to
be surgeon general of the United States.''

The letter denounced Elders for her remarks that the Boy and
Girl Scouts discriminated against homosexuals, that the
legalization of narcotics should be considered and that girls
should take condoms when they go on dates.

" "Whether one agrees with these statements or not, and 1 suspect
that the majority of Americans do not, they clearly serve to divide
Americans rather than unite us behind our common interest in public
health and welfare,'' the Stearns letter said.
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DRAFT

& As religious leaders committed to both the prophetic role of

religion in public llfe and the institutional separation of
church and state, we are alarmed at the abuse of religion as a
campaign issue.

We begin with the prupusition that God is neither democrat
nor republican nor, for that matter, American. God transcends
all national and political affiliations. God’s precinct is the
universe,

Identifying the Kingdom of God with any political party or
candidate 1is as presumptuous as it is fuoulish. None has a
monopoly on the truth. All are subject to the faults and frail-
ties of the human condition. Feople of falth have at times
perpetuated war, slavery, Jim Crow and sexism. Tomorrow’s
prophets will expose today‘s blinad spots.

The framers of the Constitution wisely provided Lhal Lhere
be no religious test for public office. We call upon the candi-
dates to honor both the spirit ana letter of Article VI by re-
fraining from further attacks based on religion,
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National Coulicil of the Churches of Christ in the LISA

Acenme 28, 1002

President George Bush
The White House
Washington. DC 20560

Dear Mr. President:

Wo write ynn fnday Lo e&prgss our profound hope that in the course of
this presidential campaign you, the Republican party, ana tnose who
work for your re-election will appeal to an inclusive and plural
America. Our national heritage is enriched by the many faiths and
traditions that shape and inform the values of individuals and
families.

we believe it is contrary to the best of our proud national heritage
to appeal for support for one belief by degrading the beliefs and
convictions of other religious faiths and ethical approaches. We know
that any threat or act of intimidation to one group is. firally, an
abridgement to the religious freedom of us all.

i
We believe that ali re includiag political and public life, come
urder the judgomont of Gnd " We heliqve it is blasphemy to invcke the
intinite and hoiy Gud Lo assertz the moral cuperiority of ane people
over another, or one political party over &nother. As our Pledge of
Alleglunce «ffiiws, wa are "onc nation. 'mder Gnd " nai "gver” God or
in any other way owning God. Any partisar use of God's name tends to
breed intolerance and to divide. Rather than affirming a common
reveccuce, with resm for ovory dissent And Pven disbelief, it suggests
religious conformity end leeds to religious arrogance.

In political seasons, especiallv now, we need to be very clear that
yoa pelongs tu nu wvue sida, fsr¢ we belicvo we all helnne tn God. In
measuring partisan visions for our coumtxy's life, credible religious
convictions can find their constructive place. Religious concerns .are
bese fulfillod when pnlitirsl pnsitiopns reflect the reality of a God
who suffers with all who suffer, who cares for the integrity of all
creation, who wills the well-being of ali people, ard whose way is
always justice and peace. Then, a religious sense of life has filled
its genuine poiitical role.

With respect we call upon you to support the full enfranchisement of
all our nation's people and to clearly affirm that our religious
frcedor wnd pluraliem ia faimdationgl to our national hgritage. We
especiallv deplcre the suggestion that to be fully franchised one must
not only be Chuistiar hut espouse 2 particular indecstanding of life
in Christ. we exihort you to uphoid and honor the notion that those who
have opinions at variance with you and your party onr moral and ethical
issues are no less faithful.

We appeal to you not ax w pul:il’eal eandidoto but as ane whn hnlds the
highest office in this great nation and is a symbol of the freedom for
which it stands.
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We bring these deep cancerns to your acteutluu leiausa we fear fon tho
erosion of the religious freedom our nation's founders made central to
our common life. We also tgke this opportunity to assure you ol vu
prayers as you carry out the awesome duties of your office.

v
Sincere xpﬁrs.

gors-

The Revl. /Dr. Joan B, Campbell, General Secretary, National Council o1
the ches of Christ in the U.S.A.

Dz, les Adams, President, Progressive National Baptist Convention

Biohop vinton Anaerson, APrican Mellwslial Cuiscepal Chupch,
President, World Council of Churches

Most Rev. Edmond Browning, Presiding Bishop, The Episcopal Church

The Rev. Douglas Fromm, Ecumenical Officer, Reformed Church in America

Dr. Maxine Garrett, The Moravian Church

The Rev. Richard Hamm, Regional Minister. Tennessee. Clutigtian Church/
Disciples of Christ

The Rev. Mac Clia.les Jonqg. National Baptict Conwentinn nf America

The Rev. Lewis Lancaster, Ecumenical Officer, Presbyterian Church USA

The Rev. John Lindner, Eclimenical Officer, Presbyterian Church USA

The Very Rev. Leonid Kishkovsky, Past President, National Council of
the Churches of Christ in the USA

Dr. Janice Love, The United Methodist Church

The Rev. Di. Duuald Miller, Cencral Saarotary, Church nf the Rrethren

The Rev. Dr. Albert M. Pennybacker, Christian Church/Disciples of
Christ, Lexington Seminary

The Rev. Tyrone Pitts, General Secretary, Progressive National Baptist
Convention, Inc.

The Rev. Dr., Syngman Rhee, President, National Council of the Churches
of Christ in the USA

The Rev. Bruce Robbins, Ecumenical Officer, The United Methodist
Church

The Rev. Dr. Paul Sherry, President, United Church of Christ

Bishop Ruben L. Speaks, Senior Bishop, African Methodist zpiscopal
Zion Church

Bishop Melvin G. Talbert, Secretary, Council of Bishops, The United
Methodist Church

The Rev. Do. Bugese Turnae, CEmecutiwo Director, Nartheast Synad,
Presbyterian Church USA

ine Kev. Angelique Walkci-Owill, Cewmeadcal Officor, National Raptish
Convention USA, Inc.

the Kev. Dr. Danfel E. Weiss, QGeneral Secretery, American Baptist
Churches in the USA
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National Council of the Churches of Christ in the USA

September 1, 1992

The Honorable Williac Clinton
The Honorable Albert Gore
The Clinton-Gecre Campaign
Office of the Little Rock, Arkensas

General Seaetary

Dear Covernor Clinton and Serator Gore:

On behalf of the leaders of 32 Protestmnt and Orthodex churches that are
members of tne Nationz2i Council of the Churches of Christ in the USA, I
am writiog to request a meeting with you at 2 time and place of your
choosing.

The church leaders fcor whom I write are the spiritual leaders of a
combined total of 45 willion Christiens. They believe that this pation
i< in zhe midst of a spiritual crisis. From what you have said during
your campaiegn, it zppears that you have reached this conclusion as wetl
and we wish to discuss thig iccue together with you. We request a
meeting with you both to hear your vision end your piaas for the future
of this nation. We are ceovinced that politicei and religious eaders
must be partners if this spiritual crisis is to be addressed. We are
eager to help you and the American people rediscover the vision of those
who made our countrsy great.

We stand ready to play our zppropriate role in the revival of our nation.
Our membership is in a position to play such a rcle for several reasans,
irviluding the wida diversity that we encolpass. The 32 denominations
that belcng to the National Council of Churches include the six historic
African American churches, those ckurches commonly referced to as
maintiine churches, Lbe "pcarce Juwrehas? emd ninc¢ Onthodox Christsan
bodies. The etkhric zné geographicel diversity cf our membershin is as
diverse as our nation itself. We are a aix of conservative and liberal,
traditional and evangelicai. We are young a2nd old, male and female, rich
ané poor. Republican and Democrat. We are mothers, fathers,
s-&adparanes, tcachonc, docters, plnmhers, scientists, Zardeoers,
unemployed, boameless, corporate presidents, union leaders, pastors and
church leaders.

We are Americans who telieve deeply ia the visicn of liberty and justice
for 211 laid before us by our founders. Coacerned about our nation, we
pray for the future God ictends for all Jod's children. Many of us pray
every week [or the President of the Mnited States and others who carry
civic resrans‘h! iy, As citizeps of the most powerful nation in the
worla, wa are increasingly aware that the decisicns of our government
deeply affecc the lives of aillions across the zlobe-~-including the poor,
children, the {11 aad other people who are striggling to survive.
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August 8, 1994

TO: Leon Panetta Joel Klein
George Stephanopoulos Mark Gearan
Harold Ickes Maggie Williams
Phil Lader Melanne Verveer
Alexis Herman Linda Lader

FROM: Bill Galston A9
SUBJ: Administration Relations with Religious Communities
Introduction

In recent weeks, the President has reviewed and approved two
memoranda on relations between the administration and religious
communities. I attach copies for reference.

Pursuant to these memoranda, I was directed to develop a themes
and issues strategy as part of a comprehensive approach to
religious issues. I began by asking the cabinet department
chiefs of staff to report to us on religious issues and
activities within their respective jurisdictions.

This inventory is now complete, and the results are significant.
I have summarized them in the two attached documents--"Relations
with Faith Communities: Positive Developments" and "Relations
with Faith Communities: Current and Potential Problem Areas."
Each of these documents is supported by selected memoranda from
cabinets and agencies.

Key issues

With regard to issues, these materials suggest the following
conclusions:

1. Modern government rubs up against religious beliefs and
practices in a wide variety of ways. The majority of departments
and agencies confront issues--legislative, regulatory, legal, and
administrative--of significance to faith communities.

2. For the most part, these concerns fall into two broad
categories: the free exercise of religion; and social issues,
particularly abortion and gay rights.

3. The President's commitment to free exercise is being
tested in two ways: in the interpretation and enforcement of the
Religious Freedom Restoration Act, strongly backed by the entire
religious coalition last year; and in the extension of free
exercise to guarantee the rights of religious minorities such as
Native Americans.



4. While conflicts between the administration and religious
traditionalists on social issues cannot be fully resolved, they
can be somewhat muted through careful issue management that
respects the sensibilities of those with whom we differ.

5. Conflicts between the administration and religious groups
are focused at least as much on cabinet departments and other
agencies are they are on the White House and the President. The
cabinet can and should play a leading role in anticipating,
addressing, and resolving these problems. The President should
not be left to shoulder the entire load.

6. The departments with the heaviest issues responsibilities
are Justice and HHS.

o Justice is on the front line in defining our response
to free exercise concerns, many of which raise legal and
constitutional issues. Justice has formed a working group to
explore questions raised by the Religious Freedom Restoration
Act, and an early draft of a detailed memorandum has been
produced.

o0 HHS is principally responsible for shaping and
administering programs that affect abortion and sexual conduct.
It would make sense for HHS to create a working group to monitor
the full range of departmental activities--legislative,
regulatory, legal, statements of senior officials--that impinge
on religious communities.

7. Each department should follow HUD's example in designating
a specific individual or office as the lead on issues of
religious significance and on relations with religious groups.

Broad themes

With regard to broader themes, I do not have much to add to the
memorandum of June 28. The critical points are these:

1. The vast majority of Americans believe that we are in a
period of moral and spiritual decline that is diminishing the
effectiveness of core institutions and the quality of our lives.
Even as we reject the specific positions of the radical right, we
must associate ourselves with these broad concerns of average
Americans.

2. We should be forthright and consistent in characterizing
faith communities as a key element of a more effective response
to moral and spiritual decline. As the President said last year,
freedom of religion need not and should not mean freedom from
religion, and that principle extends to our public life.

3. For the majority of believers in America, faith goes hand
in hand with toleration. We should systematically seize and
defend the high ground of moral and religious tolerance.



4. We should return--with emphasis--to the themes that helped
the President build bridges to many believing Americans during
the campaign: personal responsibility, strong families,
neighborhood and community solidarity, and service to the nation.
These themes should structure the way we talk about issues such
as crime and welfare reform.

5. Many faith communities see the federal government as
distant, unresponsive, and intrusive. During the campaign, the
President talked about ending federal micromanagement and
devolving responsibilities to states and localities wherever
possible. He also emphasized the need for voluntary community
action as a supplement to government, which cannot do it all.
The administration has in fact made significant policy progress
along these lines. But we never talk about it thematically, and
we should. .

6. Much of the recent rise in religious traditionalism
represents a reaction to the sense that economic and social
change is too rapid, perhaps even out of control. The rhetoric
of "making change our friend" is a good beginning. But we need
to go much farther--with themes and programs--to recognize, show
sympathy for, and respond to--the anxiety about change that
pervades so much of our country today.



1.18.9¢

'7/
THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN /2 5
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

LEON PANETTA

FROM: GEORGE STEPHANOPOULOS
PHIL LADER
LINDA LADER
BILL GALSTON
JOEL KLEIN
MARK GEARAN
MIKE LUX

SUBJECT: RELATIONS WITH RELIGIOUS COMMUNITY

To follow up on our last memorandum, a group of us met on July 18
to prepare further recommendations for action.

First: A White House working group on religious issues will meet
weekly. This group will monitor issues of interest to religious
communities and coordinate Presidential and Administration
actions of special concern to these communities. This group will
include representatives from major White House departments.

cond: We believe Bill Galston should be authorized to monitor
.-§§y-to-day regulatory, legislative and policy decisions that
affect religious communities. We need to make clear to various
departments that issues must be vetted by Bill before final
decisions are taken.

ird: Joel Klein will work with the Justice Department to
establish a working group on the implementation of the Religious
Freedom Restoration Act. A Justice Department official from the
Civil Division will have responsibility for heading the group,
which will include White House and other Cabinet representatives.

Fourth: Our White House working group will prepare a
comprehensive strategy memo -- White Paper =-- on religious issues
for you to review during the August Break. This memorandum will
cover three broad areas:

1.) Themes/Policy (Galston)
2.) Politics/Constituencies (Lux, Lader)
3.) Press/Communications (Gearan, Baer)

Let us know if you have any additional thoughts or suggestions.

MM&W?MA
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June 28, 1994
MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: BILL GALSTON
GEORGE STEPHANOPOULOS
ALEXIS HERMAN
LINDA LADER

SUBJECT: RELATIONS WITH RELIGIOUS GROUPS

In recent weeks, the relationship of religious groups with the
Republicans and with your administration has become a focal-point
of public discussion. The victories of Oliver North in Virginia
and Allen Quist in Minnesota and events at the Texas Republican
convention have triggered speculation about a "religious right"
takeover of the Republican party. Meanwhile, continuing
controversy over such issues as abortion, gay rights, and freedom
of religious exercise and expression have led some religious
conservatives to accuse your administration of being indifferent
or even hostile to religion. Statements by administration
officials and party spokesmen have proved to be flash-points.
Just last week, eighty-seven Republican House members demanded
that you force the resignation of Surgeon-General Elders, while
all forty-four Republican Senators asked you to repudiate remarks
by Rep. Vic Fazio critical of the "Christian radical right."

The purpose of this memorandum is to place this controversy in a
broader context and to suggest a strategic response that would
reflect your long-held convictions, enhance the dignity of the
presidency, and contribute to a more productive public dialogue.

During your presidential campaign, you brought people together
around an agenda that successfully integrated economic and moral
concerns. -New,—ance again, you have an-eppertunity-to_unite

et ] i inci Your

administration and the Democratic party must seize the hi%h

and of no faith. But there is a right way and a wrong way to
oppose intolerance. We cannot allow our attack on extremism to
become, or even to be perceived as, an attack on sincere
religious conviction and on the participation of the faithful in
our public life. We should not give our adversaries an opening
to portray your administration as hostile to religion. While
vigorously opposing bigotry cloaked in the language of piety, we
need a sustainable longterm strategy for diminishing the sense of
distance from your administration now experienced by many
believers who are not extremists. This is an opportunity for
presidential leadership--and statesmanship--that should not be
missed.




Background and context

The current debate over the political role of conservative
religious groups is framed by four large facts.

1. Despite the predictions of generations of sociologists,
the United States has not moved toward increased secularization.
We remain (by a wide margin) the most intensely religious of all

the industrial democracies, with levels of belief and observance

five to ten times higher than in many European countries.

2. Because so many American faiths were born in dissent from
orthodoxy and flight from persecution, and because our faith is
so vigorously diverse, deep religious conviction in this country
has typically gone hand in-hand with an equally deep commitment
to religious toleration. In the long run, American religious and
political leaders pay a steep price when they cross the line
dividing tolerance from intolerance.

3. Most Americans believe that the moral foundation of our
society has eroded dangerously over the past generation. (When
asked in a Newsweek poll earlier this month whether the United
States is in a "moral and spiritual decline," 76 percent of
respondents answered affirmatively.) For many, organized

eligion provides both a vocabulary for criticizing thi line
and an institutional means of resistipng it. Others who disagree
ith the answers offered by religious conservatives believe that
hey are at least addressing the right questions. Political
eaders who are seen as insufficiently concerned about and
responsive to this perception of social decay will increasingly
be regarded as out of touch and irrelevant.

4. Starting during the Carter administration, many
evangelical Protestants and moderate-to-conservative Catholics
migrated to the Republican party. That trend is not likely to be
reversed any time soon. In 1992, an unpopular Republican
incumbent not particularly trusted by the right wing of his own
party nonetheless managed to garner 62 percent of the vote among
white born-again Christians.

But the broader history of 1992 is instructive. The Republican
convention crossed the line from traditional morality to
intolerance, alarming moderates in both parties. At the same
time, while you adopted forthright positions on a number of
gcontroversial social issues, your campaign sent important signgls

.fai h mmunities. Your emphasis on the “Tneed
for the rebuilding of our society through increased personal
responsibility and firmer faith as well as common action conveyed
your vivid awareness of moral and social decline and helped
diminish the intensity of opposition to your candidacy, even
among those who supported your adversaries. In short, you
reached out to religious traditionalists in a way that enhanced
the depth and legitimacy of your eventual victory. It is now
time to renew and extend that endeavor.




Reaching out to religious communities

As part of a strategy for reaching out to religious communities,
we recommend the following steps:

1. You should review, revise, and sign the attached letter to
the Republicans Senators.

2. Criticisms of specific statements and actions of specific
conservative religious leaders are of course appropriate and
justified. But you should send clear signals to your appointees
that statements that can be interpreted as general criticisms of
religious conservatives, or of the role of religion in public
Iife—arenot—im the best interests of our country or of your
Presiderncy-

3. Last year's events such as breakfasts with religious
leaders proved highly effective in building bridges to their
communities and generated much positive media coverage. You

ho insist on resuming scheduling such events on a regulgr
basis--at least once a-moath, more_often if possible--and bolster
them with personal meetings and interviews with selected

eligious media.

4. You should continue to speak out frequently on issues such

as personal responsibility, teen pregnancy, parental duties,
service to _nation and communrity,—the-formation of good character

needed to sustain a decent society, and the role of faith in our

public life. Don Baer should be asked to formulate a plan for

building on the values-oriented speeches you delivered in May,

and you should consider devoting a major address to the role of
religion in public life.

S. An informal White House working group has recently been

organized to_monitar legislative, regulatory, and judicial
ctivities of the administration of concarm to organized

religion. Some more regular mechanism needs to be established to
carry this work forward. 1Its principal purpose would be to
anticipate and ward off potential problems rather than (as is so
often the case right now) responding to them defensively after
the fact.

6. To the maximum extent possible, those responsible for
fashioning political tactics should act in coordination with your
overall strategy. If we are not careful, shortterm "red meat"
rhetoric could drown out the longterm approach we recommend.

Conclusion

Strong faith is an enduring strand of American life. But its
intensity waxes and wanes in response to broad social conditions.
In general, periods of rapid economic and social change engender
anxiety that can trjigger upsurges of religious fervor. This was
the case in the 1920s, and it is true today. We are living




through a period of economic and social dislocation_that many

Americans are_experiencing as confusing and alarming. Not

Surprisingly, they are looking for sources of stability and

securItz .

For many, conservative faith communities are providing structures

of meaning_and human connection-ne-longer-reliably available_in

families i hoods, and work

laces. We may not agree with

much of what they are saying and doing. But we must publicly

articulate the very real concerns
we must advance our own responses
to our adversaries in the name of
considerations would be a blunder
historic--proportions.

to which they are pointing, and
to them. Ceding this terrain
shortterm tactical

of significant--perhaps





