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Martin Marty, a University of Chicago professor considered a 
leading expert on American religious history, called the president

"No doubt that this fellow

author of "Culture Wars," brought to the table the viewpoint o 
his book that the extreme left and extreme right in religion and

Taking the notion one step further, Clinton often calls for a 
reasoned debate in the political arena. ''Sometimes I think

Falwell and the religious right, with one participant telling 
. . .. ____________ _________ j_ e rrrnun ' '

Clinton,

most like to overlook in this city is 'Thou 
'•' he said at the National Prayer
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WASHINGTON TODAY: Clinton Mixes Religion and Politics

WASHINGTON (AP) He's the target of scorn from the religious 
right, galvanizing an angry political mass with his support of gay 
rights, abortion and sex education cursed and mocked because of 
''character issues.'' ,

So it may surprise some that President Clinton has quietly 
reached out to religious leaders and theologians, looking for 
inspiration during troubled times.

Every two or three months, a small group of 10 to 15 meets in a 
quiet corner of the White House, usually for breakfast. The 
participants come from a variety of denominations, from across the 
country, from the left and the right. Their discussions are 
informal, off-the-record and frank.

The topic: The role of-religion in public life. 
''Sometimes I think the environment in which we operate is 

entirely too secular,'' Clinton said, welcoming his guests to an 
August 1993 breakfast. ''The fact that we have freedom of religion 
doesn't mean we need to try to have freedom FROM religion.'' 

The most recent gathering took place last week, as the crime 
bill lurched to the brink in the House and debate on health care 
reform slowed in the Senate. 

The group, ranging from conservative Catholic scholar Michael 
Novak to the liberal Edmund L. Browning, presiding bishop of the 
Episcopal Church in the United States, privately shared eggs and 
conversation with Clinton for more than an hour.

more
the commandment we
shall not bear false witness,
Breakfast in February 1993.

The group reminded Clinton this month that he sometimes drags 
down the level of discourse. They mentioned his lashing^out at

Jerry 1---------- ----- - -
Clinton, ''Don't go out of your way to alienate this group.-•

The trouble is, he already has. Many Americans see a disconnect 

''a very biblically informed thinker.''
''You can always tell if somebody is duking it up for the clergy 

or if they grew up with it," he said. "No doubt that this fellow 
is steeped in it."

His voice hoarse and hushed, Clinton spoke briefly about his 
desire to bring unity to a country he sees as too often divided. 
''There are all sorts of fissures in the American public onmost 
domestic policy issues," one of the participants quoted Clinton as 
saying. He asked for advice.

James Davison Hunter, a University of Virginia professor and 
author of "Culture Wars," brought to the table the viewpoint of 
his book that the extreme left and extreme right in religion and 
politics act to exclude more moderate voices from public debate. 
''To hold an opposite view, one has to be either crazy or evil," 
Hunter said later. ‘ *

Clinton seemed to express similar sentiments before the August
1993 meeting: "If people of faith treat issues about which they 
disagree as nothing more than a cause for a screaming match, then 
we also trivialize religion in our country." 



Ron Fournier, who covers the White House for The 
accompanies President Clinton to church most

''Pray for me, 
political matter.

EDITOR'S NOTE
Associated Press,
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z
between Clinton's faith and his political and personal actions. 

''His views on abortion, gay rights, family values, plus his own 
womanizing ... convince us that he is not committed to what we 
believe,'' Falwell said.

Richard John Neuhaus, president of the Institute on Religion and 
Public Life, said abortion foes, particularly, find it hard to 
accept Clinton's plea for more inclusive debate.

''If he believes that is the case, then why has he thrown every 
ounce of presidential power into supporting abortion?'' said the 
Catholic priest, who has not attended the meetings.

Clinton, a Southern Baptist who carries a family Bible to church 
nearly every week, turns to religion for inspiration and
revitalization.

The August 1993 breakfast came immediately after an 
introspective summer vacation, with the suicide of close friend and 
aide Vincent Foster fresh on his mind.

In Arkansas, friends said Clinton joined Immanuel Baptist Church 
to help come to grips with his 1980 gubernatorial election defeat. 
Critics said he was drawn solely to the church's televised 
services. Since he became president, Clinton has attended a 
Methodist church near the White House almost every Sunday. His wife 
is a lifelong Methodist.

Like presidents and politicians before him, Clinton recognizes 
the political benefits of public displays of faith.

Just last Sunday, he promoted his crime bill from the pulpit of 
a Maryland church, comparing his work to a religious ministry. 

'' he said, pleading for divine intervention on a 
''Pray for members of Congress.''
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Kenneth L. Woodward 
and NEWSWEEK Editorial Board
Catherine Pinkerton CSJ

Why is there such a propensity among us to constantly shatter 
and shred the reputations of people who seem larger than life, 
people who offer their gifts of person and expertise to move us 
forward as a people?

The
Woodward

There are undoubtedly as many answers to the question ’’Why" as 
there are people involved. But the "whys" may uncover much more 
about us as a people, about the U.S. psyche and the direction of 
this nation than about Hillary Rodham Clinton.

Why are women of Hillary Rodham Clinton's stature a source of 
derision rather than of pride in the ability of women to lead and 
inspire a people?

Editorial Board of NEWSWEEK and particularly Kenneth 
are to be congratulated for placing before the U.S. 

readership a woman whose integrity, competence and willingness to 
serve the nation have been so brutally criticized in this last 
year. Many of us puzzle over why the First Lady has become a focus 
of such hatred for so many citizens, even when she responds with 
consummate intelligence and grace.

Why were her efforts to assist the President in addressing 
the needed reform of the nation's fragmented and flawed health care 
system resented rather than applauded? Whatever our evaluation of 
the architecture of the Clinton health care proposal, it was a 
serious effort to provide health care to all Americans, especially 
the most vulnerable in our midst. Did she upset the powerful forces 
who have succeeded in transforming each citizen's right to basic 
quality, affordable health care into a multi-billion dollar 
industry?

Interview with Hillary Rodham Clinton, Soulful Matters 
(10/31/94)

Why did her reflection on the politics of meaning elicit such 
negative analysis? Have we lost touch with the potential of 
politics to achieve justice?



Each of us must face our own responses to these questions. I 
know Hillary Rodham Clinton as a woman of deep and abiding faith. 
Kenneth Woodward’s interview captured her essence.

Do the gifted of mind and spirit present us with too great a 
challenge as we individually struggle for survival in a society 
which values individualism over the common good, competition over 
collaboration, consumerism over enoughness?

Catherine Pinkerton CSJ is a Lobbyist 
for NETWORK; A National Catholic Social 
Justice Lobby in Washington, D.C.

Maybe it is time to ask ourselves the ultimate question 
Hillary Clinton tries to explore and for which she is a symbol: 
" How long can we fail to see defining moment in the nation's 
history as the time for the kind of social change which leads to 
equity and justice, respect for the common good and for each other? 
Hopefully, we will not repeat the mistakes of the past and at some 
future date, revisit this critical time poised on the threshold of 
the next millenium and say "Hillary, we hardly knew ye because we 
really didn't know ourselves."

Are we so daily exposed by the media to the mediocre and the 
bizarre that we have forgotten what the components of character 
really are?

As with any human being, Hillary Rodham Clinton must at times 
experience deep hurt and utter frustration at the unfair diatribes 
that come her way. One can only write them off so long as the work 
of the small-minded whom the media seem to find so very newsworthy. 
But her faith has brought her that rare gift of balancing power 
with humility. She doesn't lash out, but continues her journey with 
consummate grace.

She continued in this vein: "Each morning we first pray 
together, reflect on the Scripture reading, then check where each 
other is as we face the day. Then we can deal with the media." .

In a 1994 interview for which I was present, ABC's Carol 
Simpson asked Mrs. Clinton how she and the President could each 
morning face the negative portrayal of themselves on the media. 
Her face betraying her surprise, Hillary replied, "Do you think 
that is the first thing we do each day, look at the media? What an 
awful way to begin your day."
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on Hillarv Rodham Clintons political pnnusupny.
espousedin the “politics of meaning" speech. After reviewing Mrs. Clinton's views, examining 
the views of Tillich and Niehbur, and critiquing the treatment both topics have received in the 
popular and political press, it concludes that any analysis of Mrs. Clinton's politics that does 
not treat her religious conviction seriously distorts her meaning and her politics. Dr. Black is 

the author of the forthcoming monograph Casting Her Own

anthJlo^ of Eleanor Roosevelt's seeches and articles. She would like to state for «« ^ord 

that she has no religious affiliation whauoever. Dr. Black can be reached at 5429 North 24th

Faith and Politics:
Hillary Rodham Clinton and 
“The Politics of Meaning”

by Dr. Allida M. Black1
Department of American Studies, Pennsylvania
State University at Harrisburg, Pennsylvania

This article examines the influence of Paul Tillich and other neoorthodox Protestant theologians 
— Hillary Rodham Clinton's political philosophy, especially that portion of her politics

JIt.J

eh

Street, Arlington, VA 22205.

Last April, as her father lay dying, Hillary Rodham Clinton flew from Little 
Rock to Austin to deliver the Liz Carpenter Distinguished Lecture at the 
University of Texas. Although she had agreed to give the address months 
before, she had not written the speech or asked staff members to prepare 
one for her. Her aides expected an address on children and the problems 
they and their families face. The media expected a discussion on health care 
reform and the political dilemmas the Clinton health care package would 

encounter as it began to take shape.
Mrs Clinton boarded the plane with another topic in mind-one that related 
not only to children and families and health care activists, but also to the 
dilemmas confronting Americans as a whole. “The desperate conditions in 
so many of our cities" saddened her. She wondered why so many com­
munities became “filled with hopeless girls with babies and angry boys with 
guns,” and “why ... in a country as wealthy as we are, that there is this 
undercurrent of discontent." The more she asked herself why, the more she 
“realizeld] that somehow economic growth and prosperity, political 
democracy and freedom are not enough.” Americans “lack a sense that our 
lives are part of a greater effort, that we are connected to one another, that 
community means that we have a place where we belong no matter who we 

are.” The country needed to take stock of its behavior and to reassess its 

ahitude toward progress.
We need a new politics of meaning. We need a new ethos of individual 
responsibility and caring. We need a new definition of a civil society 
which answers the unanswerable questions posed by both market 
forces and the governmental one, as to how we can have a society

treat her religious conviction seriously distorts her meaning and her politics.

Influence on the Democratic Party and American Liberalism. 1945-1962, as well as an
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by grace, can do something to stop society’s descent into hell. This doctrine 
of Christian perfectionism, with its emphasis on active applied Christianity 
and an ardent desire to connect personal faith with social justice issues, is 
what separates Methodism from other Protestant denominations. It is also 
what appeals to Mrs. Clinton (Ahlstrom 1972; Balay 1992).

However, the initial bond that Hillary Rodham Clinton had with the church 
was not an activist conscience, but her family history. She not only grew 
up in the Methodist church but can trace her ancestors back to Wesleyan 
services in England. “As a young child 1 would hear stories that my 
grandfather had heard from his parents who heard it from their parents who 
were all involved in the great evangelical movement [Wesleyism] that swept 
England,” she told a reporter for the United Methodist Reporter. Her 
immediate family were active members of First Methodist Church and a 
young Hillary Rodham not only attended religious services and Sunday 
school but also played on church athletic teams, acted in church plays, dined 
at church potluck suppers, and eagerly joined the church’s youth league. 
From an early age, she felt comfortable in the church and felt a part of its 
community. “There was a sense in which the church was our second home” 

(Balay 1992).

Soon after Don Jones joined the staff of First Methodist in 1961, Hillary 
Rodham’s commitment to Methodism expanded and became an act of faith 
and intellectual conviction. While she had been baptized earlier, she credits 
Jones with helping her apply her faith on a social level. “He was relentless,” 
she told Newsweek, “in telling us that to be a Christian did not just mean 
you were concerned about your personal salvation" (Clift and Miller 1992). 

Not content to discuss theology in an isolated setting, Jones took his youth 
group, which he now dubbed the “University of Life,” into an inner-city 
recreation center to meet with Hispanic migrant worker associations and 
African-American gang leaders. There the groups critiqued the music of 
Bob Dylan, the poetry ofe.e. cummings, and the paintings of Pablo 
Picasso. It was the only time Hillary Rodham had been to Chicago without 

her parents.

The sessions in Chicago startled Hillary Rodham. Not only was she out of 
the suburbs, but she was also discussing matters of faith with groups with 
whom she had no other reason to identify. Jarring images stayed with 
her—poverty; the tearful response of a young African-American woman to 
Picasso’s “Guernica,” “why did my uncle have to die because he was in 
the wrong place?”; migrant working mothers who had no place to leave 
their children when they went to work. In the midst of these sessions, Hillary 
Rodham, with Jones’s assistance, organized volunteer child care for working 
migrant mothers (Warner 1993). Thirty years later she pointed to these 
meetings when asked to cite “a particularly powerful influence” on her 
professional and spiritual life. “Faith was something they really had to hang 

on to. It was a definite decision—in many ways more difficult to them ... 
than for us. That made a big impression on me" (Balay 1993).

After the inner-city “University” sessions ended, Hillary Rodham began 
dropping by Jones’s office after school to talk about the experience and to 
discuss world events and the role individuals could play in confronting them. 
“She was curious,” Rev. Jones later recalled. “When introduced to a lot of 
new things, she was just insatiable.” Here Jones introduced her to the great 
theologians who would help her crystalize her faith. By her senior year, 
Jones, who studied under Paul Tillich and describes his own faith as 
Christian existentialism, and Hillary Rodham had discussed excerpts from 
Niehbur’s Moral Man and Immoral Society and the works of Paul Tillich 
and Dietrich Bonhoeffer. When she finished those, he changed approaches 
and gave her the sermons of Martin Luther King, Jr., the poetry of the 
Beats, and the novels of J.D. Salinger to study (Warner 1993; Nelson and 

Martin 1993).
By the time Hillary Rodham left Park Ridge, Illinois, for Wellesley College 
she had a clearly defined view of Methodism and Christian service. 
Bonhoeffer bolstered Methodism’s commitment to Christian perfectionism 
with his unrelenting emphasis on the moral responsibility of every Christian 
to promote ethical human conduct. Niehbur’s passion for political reform 
and social justice, balanced against his less than positive assessment of 
human nature, erased any logical reason for cynicism and criticized 
Christian political lethargy. And Tillich’s perception of sin as alienation and 
estrangement and salvation as self-acceptance and reconciliation dramati­
cally influenced Hillary Rodham’s intellectual dedication to Methodism and 
conviction that to be a Christian and not to act in ways that build community 
is to tum your back on your faith (Ahlstrom 1972; Niehbur 1932, 1952, 

Church 1987).
As the following brief review of Tillich’s theology illustrates, the view of 
the world that emerges from these theological inquiries bears a remarkable 
resemblance to the approach Mrs. Clinton uses in her professional writings 

and public addresses.
Tillich wrote that “being religious means asking passionately the question 
of the meaning of our existence and being willing to receive answers. It is 
the state of being concerned about one’s own being and being universally.” 
Consequently, when Hillary Rodham Clinton urged that Americans need to 
“break through the old thinking that has too long captured [them]” so that 
they can “redefine” their humanity, she issued a Tillichian call for American 
spiritual renewal. When Mrs. Clinton argued that Americans have lost 
spiritual contact with one another, she echoed the concerns Tillich raised 
when he lamented the “lost dimension of religion,” the spiritual wasteland 
modern Americans encountered when they lost sight of their relationship 
to their world. When she told Americans that “part of the greatest challenge



of living is defining yourself in your moment, of seizing the opportunities 
that you are given and making the very best choices you can make," she 
merely paraphrased Ttllich's call for a "radical realization of our predica­
ment." Lastly, when she assumed that when moved lo action Americans 
can reclaim the iMate goodness and compassion that once characterized 
American communities, she embraced TIilich's belief in "the in spite of': 
his assertion that .. in spite of the loss of dimension of depth [Clinton's "the 
lack of meaning in our collective lives"]. its power is present, and most 
present in those who are aware of the loss and are striving to regain it with 
ultimate seriousness· (Clinton 1993b; Tillich 1958). 

Public Reaction 

.. She's very com milled and commitment often looks like ambition to an 
outsider," Brooke Shearer, a dear friend of Mrs. Clinton, admiued in 1992 
(Abbott 1993). Indeed, Hillary Rodham Clinton's commitment to discussing 
personal values in a public arena, especially those expressed in the politics 
of meaning speech, has been interpreted by many in the political press as 
some sort of spiritual power play. "Yes, she is ambitious," Michael Kelly 
declared in his profile of her for The New York Times, "but she is ambitious 
10 do good. And she is a radical in the sense that she thinks it's possible to 
make the world better, as she defines beuer" (Kelly 1993). Paul Gigot of 
the "'111 Strut Journal, following Kelly's lead, opined that "Mrs. Clinton 
now say s her ambition is to find a new 'politics of meaning• ... She wants 
to lead nothing less than a 'remaking of the American way of politics, 
government, indeed life.' And you thought health care was a challenge" 
(Gigot 1993). Business �de concurred, declaring that Hillary Clinton's 
spiritual commitment is incompatible with "the hard work of running the 
government" (Nussbaum 1993). And in an article lampooning the speech, 
Insight, a Wishington Times publication, declared that Roseanne Arnold's 
nippant discussion of her hallucinogenic experiences as Joan of Arc is just 
as sincere a demonstration of faith as Hillary Rodham Clinton's pica for 
community, writing: 

you're skirting the fringes of hypocrisy here, Hillary, and I point this 
out 10 you as a friend and a fellow seeker of a meaningful life. But 
actions speak louder than words, and I don't see you giving up any 
power at all, not in search for meaning, not for spiritual values, not 
for anything (Grenier 1993). 

Why did TI1e Speech provoke such a harsh response? All Mrs. Clinton said 
was that American politics has lost its vision and its compassion, that the 
nation has become too self-absorbed for its own good, and that Americans 
arc facing a spiritual crisis. 

Is this a new argument? No. 

Is this a grab for power? Again, no. 
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Is this a new role for the first lady to play? Not really. Eleanor Roosevelt 
wrote articles and gave lectures pleading for racial justice and social 
compassion while she lived in the White House and argued throughout 
World War II that the greatest danger to American democracy was not 
fascism, but America's behavior at home. Nancy Reagan invoked the 
collapse of family values when she urged Americans to "just SZf no." Even 
Barbara Bush implored Americans to rediscover community when she 
discussed Literacy Action and her husband's "thousand points of light." 

So if Hillary Rodham Clinton's message is not new, why are so many afraid 
of it? Because, with one speech, she, whether intentionally or by fluke, 
struck at the heart of America's love-hate relationship with politics and 
religion, and its continuing struggle to reconcile feminism with family 
values and rights with responsibilities. 

Americans are trapped in a cultural and spiritual oxymoron. All polls 
indicate that we are becoming an increasingly religious nation, with more 
Americans anending church services than all weekly sports events com­
bined (Ribuffo 1993; Marsden 1990). Yet, while private faith is increasing, 
Americans are increasingly uncomfortable with political leaders who 
discuss their faith in public. As Gary Wills points out, "if religion intrudes 
too obviously, this is treated as an anomaly" (Wills 1990). Stephen Carter 
agrees, declaring that American "public culture more and �ore prefers
religion as something without political significance, less an independent 
moral force than a quietly irrelevant moralizer, never heard, [and) rarely 
seen" (Carter 1993). Or, to use a more concrete example, when Hillary 
Clinton uses a depth of faith more commonly associated with Pat Robertson 
and Jesse Jackson to promote values espoused by Martin Luther King, Jr. , 
Americans get nervous. 

The American community of faith was not the only part of the nation put 
ill at ease by Mrs. Clinton's call for a politics of meaning. Americans more 
committed to secular politics also did not know how to respond to The 
Speech. Uncomfortable with religion, but committed to reforming com­
munity, they view religion as a sign of oppression rather than acceptance 
and opeMess. They are, therefore, opposed to any influence it might have 
in the political arena because they assume that its influence will restrict the 
good along with the bad. Plus, traditional liberals and conservatives are 
uncomfortable with her plea because she appeals to both groups to abandon 
the parts of their programs that fail and 10 adopt the successful suggestions 
of their rivals. This approach threatens existing political postures that have 
defined the political arena for the last two decades. 

This leads to a final question. Should the White House be involved in this 
discussion at all, and if so, should the first lady initiate the public dialogue? 

The presidency has been used frequently as a bully pulpit. Presidents from 
Teddy Roose veil 10 Franklin Roosevelt to Lyndon Johnson to Ronald Reagan 
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unabashedly urged their constituents to embrace their particular vision of 
American society. However, when these men discussed values the values 
were connected to a specific political policy—the New Nationalism, the 
New Deal, the Great Society, the Reagan Revolution—rather than a specific 
crisis of mores and attitudes. Moreover, historians have proved repeatedly 
that the president helps set the moral tone of the political discourse.

If the president is charged with presenting a vision of the nation to the 
public, and is responsible for explaining why specific policies will comple­
ment that vision, why should that discussion be limited to pragmatic, 
quantifiable issues when so many of the problems in contemporary America 
defy such easy quantification and classification? The president should be 
accountable not only for presenting the program that s/he wants to imple­
ment, but also for telling the nation why that particular approach will work 
and how it will address the cultural and social problems that are intrinsically 
connected to every economic and diplomatic philosophy. If the president 
opts not to do this, to keep his/her real motivations secret, the public is 
denied both the information it needs to assess the program and its com­
mander in chief as well as the communal inspiration that is necessary for 
the program to work.

As the president’s partner, the first lady has a unique opportunity to augment 
her husband’s administration. Traditionally this support has become a 
mixture of social, entertaining functions balanced against the promotion of 
a specific “cause”—White House restoration, the environment, mental 
illness, drug abuse, illiteracy—which somehow connects to the president’s 
overriding theme. As a review of those projects illustrates, all are value­
laden issues. Otherwise, “just say no” would never have been sold as a 
public service theme.

Hillary Rodham Clinton’s most public foray into this arena is both a logical 
extension of the first lady’s role and a radical departure from it. She 
promotes the traditional values of family, compassion, service, and com­
munity while she helps shape the public debate on health care and welfare 
reform. She preaches the values of family and community in heartfelt, 
theological eloquence, has testified before five Congressional committees 
in two days, and continues to help orchestrate the most important domestic 
initiative of her husband’s presidency.

She is not simply a mother, a wife, a lawyer, a lay theologian, 
or a skilled political arbitrator, but is all of these rolled into 
one. She is a feminist, who is guided by faith and empowered 
by education, who is committed to restoring family values, 
broadly defined, to the center of the political arena.

Notes
I The author would like to thank Michael Barton, Judy Beck, Charlene 

Bickford, Frank Crumbaugh, Gaylord Neely, and Helen Veit for their 

helpful criticisms and suggestions.

She presents her complexity to the public in a way that challenges the nation 
to confront its propensity to stereotype that which it does not undersund. 
She is not simply a mother, a wife, a lawyer, a lay theologian, or a skilled 
political arbitrator, but is all of these rolled into one. She is a feminist, who 
is guided by faith and empowered by education, who is committed to 
restoring family values, broadly defined, to the center of the political arena. 

Regardless of one’s opinion of Hillary Rodham Clinton’s interpretation of 
the Bible or her politics, she is an integral part of the political landscape 
for, at least, the next three years. If she continues to address the “sleeping 
sickness of the soul" which undermines America’s respect for community 
and spiritual values, in all likelihood, the majority of Americans will react 
with some sense of dis-ease. Yet this is exactly why Mrs. Clmton should 
continue discussing this dilemma. Americans need to understand that 
they should practice what they believe and that when different creeds 
and communities are respected, individual faith is not a threat to democratic 

government.

As Gary Wills has written:
Religion has been at the center of our major political crises, which 
are always moral crises—the supporting and opposing of wars, 
slavery, or corporate power, of civil rights, of sexual codes, of the 
West ’ of American separatism and claims to empire. If we neglect 
the religious element in all those struggles, we cannot understand our 
own corporate past; we cannot even talk meaningfully to each other 
about things that will affect us all (and not only the ‘religious nuts’ 

among us) (Wills 1990).
In short, if Americans neglect to treat Hillary Rodham Clinton’s faith as 
seriously as we treat her politics, we will never understand her motivation, 

her policies, or her politics. ■

I!
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The window of opportunity for the President to seize the initiative and define the 
debate may be small. We expect that in the coming months -- and perhaps promptly -- 
congressional Republicans will introduce either a constitutional amendment on religion and 
school prayer, or some form of religion legislation. Dole and Gramm have already expressed 
support for action in this area. Without a reasonable alternative, these Republican initiatives 
could set the standard for debate and even prove attractive to citizens who generally fear state 
involvement in religion but yearn for a return to morality and virtue in our communities.

The American people seem intensely concerned about moral drift in the nation, and 
about the many outside influences that are shaping their children's character. In some 
respects, people may be far less interested in die Washington legislative process than in 
concepts like family, individual responsibility, community and religion.

The themes articulated by the President in Oklahoma City - in particular, how we 
raise our children and what kind of communities do we want to live in - lay an important 
groundwork for further Presidential discussion of values and religion.

Unfortunately, many, if not most, Americans remain unaware of the President's 
views. We believe the White House should develop a strategy by which the President 
can exercise genuine leadership on the issues of religion and values. The President cares 
deeply about these issues. These issues also offer a thematic basis to tie together various 
Clinton initiatives, from welfare reform to education to urban economic development.

President Clinton has a powerful message to share with the American people 
about the role of religion in American life. The President, like most Americans, believes 
that the government should protect — but not sponsor -- religious expression. As the 
President showed in Oklahoma City, he understands that religion and religious institutions 
offer our communities support, values and hope. Religion is an important part of the 
President's own life. And he wants to create an environment in which religious discourse 
draws people together, rather than pushes them apart.
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We believe that several options should be considered promptly:

2

Legislation: Develop a legislative strategy — do we support any legislation, and if so, 
what type? The Justice Department is drafting legislative options that could codify the extent 
to which religious expression is currently permitted in public schools.

At the same time, the Education Department has pursued several relevant initiatives, 
including a Family Involvement Initiative that now includes 33 different religious 
organizations. Secretary Riley meets on a regular basis with religious leaders both in 
Washington and in his travels around the country. The Secretary met most recently with 
Cardinal Bemardin in Chicago and spoke last week at the National Catholic Education 
Association. Secretary Riley has established his credibility with many of the participants in 
the coming school prayer debate, including leading religious conservatives. The Secretary, 
in coordination with the White House, recently worked with and supported a broad spectrum 
of religious groups that issued a statement setting forth the extent to which current law 
actually permits student religious expression in our schools. The Secretary also supported 
another broad coalition of organizations that agreed to address school-religion issues in a 
spirit of decency and good will.

Executive Order: Review options for an executive order that might address, for 
example, agency enforcement of the Religious Freedom Restoration Act and the Equal Access 
Act (concerning religious activities at schools). Several groups have proposed that the 
President order enforcement of these statutes at civilian schools on defense installations.

Convene religious leaders: The President could address religious leaders at the 
White House and ask religious organizations to support a spirit of community and healing.

Several other Presidential efforts could also be built upon. In 1993, with bipartisan 
support and to the accolades of "conservative" and "liberal" religious leaders, the President 
signed the Religious Freedom Restoration Act. (President Bush had been unwilling to support 
similar legislation.) The President has demonstrated his commitment to the Act on several 
occasions. White House Public Liaison has coordinated a substantial effort of outreach to the 
religious community, including private meetings at the White House and Presidential speeches 
at prayer breakfasts and other religious events. Each of our offices has engaged in a dialogue 
with religious leaders, several of whom have offered to support the President in this area.

Presidential speeches: Determine whether the President will give one or more 
speeches to address the role of religion and values in American life. These speeches could 
set forth the President's vision and broad themes, including the themes the President began to 
articulate this past weekend in Oklahoma City. The Vice President, Secretary Riley and 
Attorney General Reno might make follow-up speeches on more specific topics, such as 
proposed legislation or an executive order. We have attached at Tab 1 two schedules of 
upcoming events that might provide forums for such Presidential speeches.
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Responsible
Citizenship:
Revitalizing Politics
in the District

In such a climate, it is essential that we set about

qualifications and positions.
Most importantly, as citizens, let us consider our 

own responsibilities: To register and vote, to study

Concern regarding participation in the political process by the Catholic laity, Church leaders, 
and Church organizations has prompted the Maryland Catholic Conference and the 
Archdiocese of Washington Office of Social Concerns to prepare these considerations on 
political involvement, which are approved for use in all parishes.

Advocacy for or against pubfic-policy issues 
is not partisan activity. Church organizations 
may and properly should support public 
policies and legislative proposals that affirm 
and promote human rights and oppose 
policies and proposals that violate them. Ttvo 
examples of permissible issue involvement 
are the Church’s public support for the 
referendum to nullify Maryland’s new, unre­
stricted abortion-on-demand law, and the 
Church’s opposition to initiatives intended to 
reinstitute the death penalty in the District of 
Columbia. Homifies, bulletin announcements, 
and other communications which inform the 
consciences of parishioners are altogether 
appropriate.

vote did so. In 1990, only a third voted, the lowest
turnout since World War II.

While some causes of this decline in political
involvement are structural, such as unnecessary
barriers to voter registration, others are more
attitudinal. Candidates seem more interested in
tactical combat than in civil debate. Too often, they 
seek to reduce support for their opponents, rather
than to win support for their own causes. Campaigns are more clever, and focus more on candidate 
focus more on symbols and soundbites than on
qualifications and issues. The news media seem more
interested in campaign tactics than in issues and
character. And voters often seem to be motivated by issues and assess candidate positions and qualifica- 
narrow self-interests, unconvinced that involvement tions, and to join with others in advocating for

democratic values and struggle to take part in the 
political order, many Americans seem increasingly and winners without clear mandates, 
disillusioned with pofitics. In 1988, the last presi­
dential election year, barely half of those eligible to to advance and strengthen democratic values, to 

reclaim them for ourselves and our posterity. Let us 
begin to do so.

As we prepare for this year’s elections, let us each 
take steps to build confidence in the political process. 
Let us ask candidates to trust us enough to share 
their values and vision, and not resort to empty 
rhetoric or negative campaign tactics. Let us ask the 
media to focus less on who's ahead or whose TV ads

Decline and Renewal
Today, as people in other parts of the world embrace makes a difference. The result has been elections 

with low participation, campaigns without substance,

The following guidehnes are intended to encour­
age and facilitate appropriate Church and church­
organization participation in political action:

EDUCATE

DO... share the Church’s teaching on human life, 
human rights, social justice, and peace.

DO .. highlight the moral and ethical dimensions of 
public-policy issues.

special concern for the powerless, and may all our 
actions be guided by a deep love of God and our 
neighbor and a true spirit of citizenship.

Publication of The Maryland Catholic Conference
188 Duke of Gloucester Street
Annapolis, Maryland 21401-2515
and
Office of Social Concerns
Archdiocese of Washington
P.O. Box 29260
Washington, D C. 20017

become involved in the campaign or party of their 
candidates for a given office, cover a range of issues choice; to study the issues, inform their consciences, 
and take no position on the issues covered, and are and take principled stands on candidates and issues, 
not otherwise biased.) Let us pray that Christians will provide leadership

DO . sponsor multi-issue candidate forums which in promoting a spirit of responsible political involve- 
involve all eligible candidates for an office or offices, ment. May we follow the example of Jesus in giving 

(While audience members need not maintain neu­
trality on the issues or candidate responses, the
sponsoring organization must do so.)

ACTIVATE

DO... urge parishioners to register and to vote.

DO... encourage active participation in church spon­
sored voter registration efforts, “get-out-the-vote”

campaigns, candidate forums, and other non­
partisan voter-education initiatives.

DO .. sponsor letter-writing campaigns designed to 
support or oppose specific legislative proposals or 
government policies, and to educate policy makers. 
(This may involve the distribution of such back­
ground information as the names, addresses, and 
phone numbers of public officials.)

BUT TAKE CARE to avoid partisanship — direct 
or indirect support for or opposition to a candidate 
for public office, a select group of candidates, or a 
political party. Churches and church owned buildings 
should not be made available to just one candidate 
or party, nor should the distribution of partisan 
campaign materials be permitted in church or through 
official Church or parish channels. (Distribution of 
partisan literature on public property adjacent to 
church buildings is permissible. While distribution 
of such material in church parking lots may be diffi­
cult to control, Church authorities should not 
authorize such action or otherwise give the impres­
sion that it represents the position of Church or 
parish leadership.)

Responsible Citizenship
It is hoped that these considerations and guidelines 
will contribute to a renewed political vitality in our 
City. If this election year is to engage the values of 
District residents, campaigners and voters alike

DO .. facilitate voter education through the provision must share responsibility for making it happen. All 
of such materials as candidates’ statements, voting citizens are encouraged to vote; to demand positive, 
records, or questionnaire responses. (Take care to substantive campaigns and fair media coverage; to 
ensure that the materials include the views of all



scale, one that necessarily involves the institutions 
and structures of society, the economy, and politics.

These are just some of the key issues that should 
be addressed this election year. They and all cam­
paign issues should be measured by how they touch 
the human person — do they enhance or do they 
diminish life, human dignity, and human rights?

Election Year Challenges
The key to a renewal of public life is a reorientation 
of politics that more appropriately reflects the 
common good—a reconciling of diverse interests 
for the well being of the human family. This is an 
urgent task in this election year.

How can our nation respond to the needs of

persons should make clear, however, that they are 
acting in their own behalf and not as representatives 

The Church recognizes the legitimate autonomy of of their organizations.)

Guidelines for Church Involvement
While individual citizens (excepting civil servants 
employed by the federal government) are free to 
engage fully in partisan politics, churches, and other 
institutions which qualify for tax-exempt status 
under the Internal Revenue Code are not. Emphasis 
on the word “partisan” is significant. Individuals may 
engage in partisan politics by actively and publicly 
supporting a political party and the candidates of 
their choice. The Church and church organizations 
may not be involved in partisan politics — expres­
sions of preference for a political party and of direct 
or indirect support for or opposition to specific 
candidates are not permitted. (Officials and 
employees of the Church and other tax-exempt

Unfortunately, the Church’s efforts in this area are organizations, acting in their individual capacities, 
sometimes misunderstood. Its participation in public may participate freely in the political process. Such 
affairs is not a threat to the political process or to 
pluralism, but an affirmation of their importance.

important values. Together, by renewing our commit- dealing with age and illness; to military force in 
ment to public life, we can invigorate our electoral confronting international injustice? 
processes and help make them opportunities for
informed debate about the future.

the death of 1.6 million unborn children a year 
through legalized abortion. We live in a nation where 
one out of four pre-school children grows up in 
poverty. We live in a world where nearly 40,000 
children die every day from hunger and malnutri­
tion. The lives of vulnerable children—bom and 
unborn —are central electoral issues for 1992. 
There are others.

How can our nation bring to bear the strength 
of a powerful market economy on the needfor 
just policies that confront poverty, homelessness, 
joblessness, and declining real income?

How can our society best combat continuing 
prejudice andprovide equal opportunity for 
African Americans, Hispanic Americans, women, 
immigrants, and other victims of discrimination?

policy. As Vatican II declared:
“By preaching the truth of the gospel and 
shedding light on all areas of human activity 
through her teaching and the example of the 
faithful, she [the Church] shows respect for 
the political freedom and responsibility of 
citizens and fosters these values.... She also 
has the right to pass moral judgments, even 
on matters touching the political order, 
whenever basic personal rights or the salva­
tion of souls make such judgments necessary” 
{Gaudium etSpes, 76).

A proper understanding of the role of the Church 
will not confuse its mission with that of government, 
but see as its ministry the advocacy of human rights 
and social justice. As Pope John Paul II pointed out 
in his recent encyclical, “The social message of the 
Gospel must not be considered a theory, but above all 
else a basis and motivation for action... .Today, 
more than ever, the Church is aware that her social 
message will gain credibility more immediately from 
the witness of actions than as a result of its internal 
logic and consistency” (Centesimus Annus, 57).

Involvement in this broader, pastoral realm means government and the right of all, including the 
involvement in the affirmation of human rights and Church, to be heard in the formulation of public 
the denunciation of human rights violations. It
encourages us to call attention to the moral and
religious dimensions of secular issues, to keep alive
the values of the Gospel as norms for social and
political life, and to advocate for peace and justice.
Such a ministry inevitably touches upon public
affairs and involves political consequences.

The Church's responsibility in this area falls on
all its members. As citizens, we are called to become
active and responsible participants in the political
process. It is the laity who are primarily responsible
for activity in political affairs, for it is they who, in
the words of the Second Vatican Council, “can work
for the sanctification of the world from within, in the
manner of leaven” ( Lumen Gentium, 31). The
hierarchy also has a weighty responsibility. As
teachers and pastors, they must provide norms for
the formation of conscience, support efforts to
promote peace and justice, and provide guidance and
leadership when human rights are in jeopardy.

Drawing on our own experiences and exercising
our distinctive roles, bishops, clergy, religious, and
laity should join together in common witness and
effective action to bring about Pope John Paul Il’s
vision of a well-ordered society based on truth,
justice, charity, and freedom (Familiaris Consortio).

The Church’s role in the political order includes —

• Making clear the teachings of the Church and the
responsibilities of the faithful;

• Analyzing issues for their social and moral
dimensions;

• Measuring public policy against gospel values;

• Participating with other concerned parties in
debate over public policy; and

• Speaking out on issues involving human rights,
justice, and the life of Church in society.

The Church’s Role in the Political Order
How can our nation pursue the values of justice Christians beheve that Jesus’ commandment to love 

and peace in a world afflicted with violent con- one’s neighbor extends to the entire community.
flict, denial of human rights, and global poverty? Jesus came to ‘ ‘bring good news to the poor, to pro­

claim liberty to captives, new sight to the blind and 
to set the downtrodden free” (Luke 4:18). He called 
upon us to feed the hungry, clothe the naked, care 
for the sick, and comfort the victims of injustice

What alternatives can we offer to the violent (Matt: 25). His example and His words invite indi- 
solutions which society often applies to our most vidual acts of charity from each of us. They also 
difficult problems—alternatives to abortion in encourage understanding and action on a broader 
dealing with problem pregnancies; to the death
penalty in combatting crime; to euthanasia in

Religion and Politics
While it is increasingly acknowledged that major 
public issues have moral dimensions and that relig­
ious values have public consequences, there often is 

vulnerable children? We live in a society that accepts confusion and controversy over the participation of 

religious groups in public life. The Church joins the 
public debate to share its experience in serving the 
powerless and to add its values to the political 
dialogue. It seeks a community of conscience within 
the larger society whose members measure public 
issues against these central values. Its objectives are 
neither partisan nor ideological; rather, by focusing 
on the fundamental dignity of the human person, 
they cut across political categories.

This kind of participation does not involve 
religious tests for candidates, or telling people for 
whom they should vote. Rather it seeks to lift up the 
moral dimensions of public issues. It encourages all 
people of good will to use their voices and votes to 
enrich the social and political life of our City and 
our nation. It encourages Catholics, as both believers 
and citizens, to use the resources of our faith in

How can our society support families in their budding a society that is more respectful of life and 
irreplaceable moral role, offering real choices in human dignity. 
finding and affording decent education, housing,
and health care?

How can we deal with our global responsibilities 
and meet our obligations to future generations 
without mortgaging our economic future?
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Clinton tells teachers school choice 
shouldn't include private education 
By Carol Innerst 
Tl4l -sHINGTOH TIMES 

Arkansas Gov. Bill Clinton went 
on a Bush-bashing spree yesterday. 
First he blasted the president's push 
for vouchers to help pay private­
school tuition, then he claimed the 
six national education goals as his 
own. 

The Democratic presidential 
nominee, addressing a warm and 
gleeful audience of about 4,000 dele­
gates to the American Federation of 
Tuachers (AFT) biennial convention 
in Pittsburgh, said he went to a Cath­
olic school for two years and "will 
always treasure" the experience. 

"We didn't have much money, but 
I'm dam glad the taxpayers didn't 
have to foot the bill for me going," he 
said to applause. 

"People ought to have some mea­
sure of choice in the public schools 
they attend," he said. "But that 
doesn't mean that in the present cir­
cumstances, with a school system 
that is already underfunded, with 
radical inequalities among school 
districts in this country, that we 
ought to go for the private voucher 
system. 

"I am opposed to that." 
The delegates gave him a standing 

ovation. 
Deputy Bush-Quayle campaign 

manager Mary Matalin counter-

attacked with a reminder that before 
Mr. Clinton "prostrated himself in 
front of the pooh-bahs of the AFT to 
swear that private-school choice is 
now the farthest thing from his 
mind," he had encouraging words for 
Wisconsin state Rep. Annette "Pol­
ly" Williams' plan for private-school 
vouchers in Milwaukee. 

"Bill Clinton used to say that we 
needed new thinking in education," 
she said in four-page response to the 
Clinton speech. "But when he had a 
chance tD push for true education 
reform - private and religious 
school choice - he backed of!. So 
once again he has sold out to the 
same old special interests." 

Mr. Clinton. who has been en­
dorsed by the 796,000-member AFT 
{l.nd the 2 .1-million-member Na­
tional Education Association, said, 
"I haven't always agreed with the 
AFT on all issues." 

He was referring to 1983, when he 
angered the unions by making vet­
eran teachers take a competency 
test. 

"I believe in the national educa­
tion goals that I worked so hard to 
write," Mr. Clinton said. "l believe in 
the call for national standards of 
what our children should know and 
a meaningful way of measuring 
whether those kids know it or not. 
You know as well as I do that most of 
the national testing we have today is 

a hoax." 
The six national education goals 

were adopted by the president and 
the nation's governors after Mr. 
Bush convened an education summit 
at the University of Virginia. 

The governors, led by Mr. Clinton, 
were determined to leave the session 
with a draft of national education 
goals to guide education reform. Mr. 
Clinton was largely responsible for 
writing the goals. 

President Bush's "America 2000" 
plan Is an education strategy formu­
lated to achieve the goals. It calls for 
a voluntary, national assessment sys­
tem to monitor student progress, a 
system Mr. Clinton endorses. 

But the Democratic nominee said 
he has "grave reservations" about 
the president's proposal to put a new 
school in every congressional dis­
trict. He said the problem is that "we 
have not yet found a way to make 
ideas that work travel very well 
acl"06s district and state lines." 

"My opponents on the other side, 
many of whom have worked with me 
for years in the cause of education 
reform, are try ing to convince the 
average American taxpayers and 
parents that because you are for me 
and because the NEA has endorsed 
me and because most people who 
have worked in education are for me, 
that somehow I'm not for reform," 
Mr. Clinton said. 
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"Let us recommit ourselves to protect families and defend 

children by refocusing on the crucial connection between decent 

jobs at decent wages and healthy family life," the statement 

urged.

USCC LABOR DAY STATEMENT CITES
THE LINK BETWEEN WORK AND FAMILY

WASHINGTON—Catholic social teaching is "pro-work, pro-family and 

pro-child," and joblessness is a clear threat to family life said 

the United States Catholic Conference (USCC) in its annual Labor

Day statement.

OFFICE FOR MEDIA RELATIONS
UNITED STATES CATHOLIC CONFERENCE

3211 4th STREET, N.E. • WASHINGTON, D.C. 20017-1194

"Presently, more than ten million Americans are looking for 

work; millions more have stopped looking; another ten million are 

underemployed-working at part-time jobs or jobs that do not 

provide a decent wage. Society has a moral obligation to reduce 

joblessness because it is through work that families are 

sustained, children are nurtured, and the future is secured,"

Bishop Malone said.

Even those who do work often do not make enough to support a

The Labor Day statement, entitled "Work and Family: Old

Values, New Challenges," was issued by Bishop James W. Malone of 

Youngstown, Chairman of the USCC Committee on Domestic Social 

Policy. USCC is the national-level action agency of the nation's 

Catholic Bishops.

"Unfortunately, far too many families in this country have 

little reason to celebrate this Labor Day," said Bishop Malone.
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family, said the Bishop, who noted that in 1990 there were over 

two million families with children where a family member worked 

nearly full-time for the full-year, and yet they remained poor. 

"Our society has become too tolerant of high levels of 

unemployment and much too tolerant of poverty-with terrible costs 

for families and children,• the Bishop said. 

Bishop Malone noted that almost 13% of children in this 

country rely on Aid to Families with Dependent Children (welfare) 

for at least part of their family's income, and the country is 

engaged in a debate about welfare and work.

"Our Bishops' Conference strongly advocates changes in the 

welfare system that 'assist recipients, wherever possible, to 

become self-sufficient through gainful employment,'" Bishop 

Malone said. "We believe that everyone who can work should 

work. What we need are new approaches to welfare -- not 

'workfare' but 'family-fair' -- policies that offer poor families 

real opportunities to leave poverty and dependency behind, 

policies that do not discourage marriage and earnings, that do 

not simply cut off health care, housing, child care and other 

essential help as families leave welfare for work and education.• 

Turning to threats to workers' safety and security, Bishop 

Malone called attention to the resurgence of child labor law 

abuse and urged the strengthening and enforcement of child labor 

laws. 

Another threat to workers' security, said the Bishop, is the 

hiring of permanent replacements for striking workers during 

labor-management disputes. 

"Labor unions have been and continue to be the vehicle for 

millions of workers to defend their dignity, protect their rights 

and ensure that their work provides a decent living for their 

families," Bishop Malone declared. "Catholic social teaching 

supports the labor movement in its efforts to offer real 

participation in the economy for workers and their families.• 

Bishop Malone noted that in their recent statement Putting 

more ••• 
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Children and Families First, the Bishops called for new public, 

private and community initiatives to meet the needs of vulnerable 

children and families. These included reform of the tax laws to 

include a refundable children's tax credit and an expanded earned 

income credit to recognize the economic consequences of raising 

children; reform of the health care system to make it more 

affordable for families; and enactment of a family and medical 

leave law.

"On this Labor Day," said Bishop Malone, "let us commit 

ourselves to support families by confronting widespread 

joblessness, wages that leave children in poverty and policies 

that force parents to choose between their jobs and their 

children.• 

Copies of the Labor Day statement are available from the 

Office of Domestic Social Development, 3211 Fourth Street, NE, 

Washington, DC, 20017. 
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WORK AND FAMILY: OLD VALVES, NEW CHALLENGES 
September 1992 

Bishop James W Malone, Bishop of Youngstown 

Chair, U.S. C. C. Committee 011 Domestic Social Policy 

This Labor Day, we focus on work and family, 
a central relationship that defines not just what we 
do but who we are. For most Americans, work is 
a distinctly human and very personal means of 
expression and creativity. It provides for our 
material needs, offers economic security for our 
families and allows us to contribute to the larger 
community. 

Unfortunately, far too many families in this 
country have little reason to celebrate thjs Labor 
Day. Millions of Americans are without work. 
Many are workjng but still cannot provide 
adequately for their families. Others do not have 
the skills or lack opportunities for decent work. 
Still others work at jobs without meaning or dignity 
or fear that their health, safety or job security is at 
risk in the workplace. 

Families Facing Unemployment 

Presently, more than ten million Americans are 
looking for work; millions more have slopped 
looking; another ten million are underemployed -
working al part-time jobs or jobs that do not provide 
a decent wage. Society has a moral obligation to 
reduce joblessness because it is through work that 
families are sustained, children are nurtured, and the 
future is secured. American society often equates 
freedom and personal well-being with work, so 
much so that people who are unemployed feel lost 
and without dignity. Indeed, long periods of 
unemployment can leave them with psychological 
scars as well as obvious economic difficulties. 

Each day that people go without work society 
tells them that their talents area 't needed, that their 
skjlJs don't matter -- in a real sense, they aren't 
needed and they don't matter. When a bead of 
household is out of work, unemployment can 
devastate a family, undermine its stability, lead to 
the loss of its health care, and place its future in 
peril. Joblessness is a clear threat to family life. 

Working Poor Families 
Even those who do work often do not make 

enough to support a family. Almost two-thirds of 
all poor families with children had a family member 
working during the year. Census figures report that 
in 1990, there were over 2 million families with 
children where a family member worked nearly full­
time for the full-year, and yet they remained poor. 
lo fact, a fifth of our children are growing up poor. 
Most of these poor working families are white two 
parent families; although African American and 
Hispanic families are more likely to be jobless and 
poor. Our society has become too tolerant of high 
levels of unemployment and much too tolerant of 
poverty -- with terrible costs for families and 
children. 

Work and Welfare 
Almost 13% of children in this country rely on 

Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), 
commonly called welfare, for at least part of their 
family's income. Our country is presently engaged 
in a vigorous debate about welfare and work. Some 
warn that welfare is becoming a way of life rather 
than an economic safety net for families who fall on 
hard tjroes. States are slashing benefits and passing 
laws which cut benefits to children in order to try to 
influence the behavior of their parents. For 
example, some state legislatures have imposed 
financial penalties on mothers who have an 
additional child while receiving public assistance. 

Others point out that benefits are inadequate for 
famjlies and that poor families are becoming the 
political scapegoats of this recession. They believe 
lecturing poor families is no substitute for concrete 
programs and policies which offer help in the 
transition from welfare to work. Too often, welfare 
policy encourages families to break up to survive 
and to stay on welfare in order to have a decent 
place to live or to provide health care for their 
children. We can't make real progress by shaping 



policy that reflects society's prejudices against the 

poor, ill-fitting stereotypes and the temptation to 

balance budgets by cutting assistance to those with 
great needs but little clout. 

Catholic social teaching is pro-work, pro-family 

and pro-child. Our Bishops' Conference strongly 

advocates changes in the welfare system that "assist 
recipients, wherever possible, to become self­

sufficient through gainful employment." We believe 

that everyone who can work should work. What we 

need are new approaches to welfare -- not 

"workfare" but "family-fair" -- policies that offer 
poor families real opportunities to leave poverty and 

dependency behind, policies that do not discourage 
marriage and earnings, that do not simply cut off 
health care, housing, child care and other essential 
help as families leave welfare for work and 
education. Our number one priority should be to 
create real opportunities for meaningful work so that 
families can live in . dignity, contribute to our
national economy and build our local communities. 

Threats to Workers' Safety and Security 
Recently, Americans were shocked to read about 

the working conditions at the poultry processing 
plant in North Carolina where 25 workers died in a 

terrible fire behind locked doors. It was a grim 

reminder that some workers literally take their lives 

in their hands when they go to work. Workers' 

safety is a matter of life and death. 

We are also experiencing a resurgence of child 

labor law abuse which, at a time of industrial 
realignment, also threatens poor families. Too many 

children now spend their time working in fast food 

restaurants, fields and factories rather than in 
school, learning and preparing for the future. Child 
labor laws must be strengthened and enforced and 
families provided with adequate means to raise 
children. 

A growing threat to workers' security is the 

hiring of permanent replacements for striking 

workers during labor-management disputes. Labor 

unions have been and continue to be the vehicle for 

millions of workers to defend their dignity, protect 

their rights and ensure that their work provides a 

decent living for their families. Catholic social 

teaching supports the labor movement in its efforts 

to offer real participation in the economy for 

workers and their families. Our tradition contradicts 

those who dismiss the positive role of genuine 

collective bargaining or undermine its effectiveness 

through anti-union measures such as the permanent 

replacement of striking workers. 

Old Values, New Challenges 
In our recent statement, Putting Children and 

Families First, the American bishops call for new 

public, private and community initiatives to meet the 

needs of vulnerable children and families. While 

they remind parents to invest more time in raising 

children, they also call on government, business and 

labor to support families. In addition to the policies 
already highlighted, the bishops call for national 

leadership: 

to reform our tax laws to include a refundable 

children's tax credit and an expanded earned 

income credit to recognize the economic 

consequences of raising children; 

to reform the health care system to make it 
accessible and affordable for all families; 
to fight discrimination, hunger and homelessness 
that undermine the dignity of many families; 
to finally enact a family and medical leave law, 
so parents don't have to choose between their 
jobs and their children at moments of crisis. 
We need a new sense of community and 

commitment to the common good. We call on 

workers to give an honest day's work for an honest 

day's pay; owners and managers to treat their 

employees with fairness and justice; unions to really 

represent workers and to seek creative new 

partnerships and strategies for the future; and 

policymakers to return with renewed vigor and 

imagination to the challenges of full employment, 

tax and welfare reform, and workers' health, safety 
and rights. 

Labor Day reminds us that people work not only 

for self-respect, but out of a profound regard for 

others. The job is a means for workers and their 
families to participate in the larger community and 
to contribute to the common good. Work is an 
expression of our creativity and our humanity and 

for the Christian it is much more. It is the way in 
which we use our God-given talents and abilities to 

participate in the continuing process of creation. 

On this Labor Day, let us commit ourselves to 

support families by confronting widespread 

joblessness, wages that leave children in poverty and 

policies that force parents to choose between their 

jobs and their children. Let us recommit ourselves 

to protect families and defend children by refocusing 

on the crucial connection between decent jobs at 

decent wages and healthy family life. 

Additional copies available from the Office of Domestic Social 

Development, U.S. Catholic Conference, 3211 Founh Street, NE, 

Washington, DC 20017, (202)541-3185. 



WORK AND FAMILY: OLD VALUES, NEW CHALLENGES 
September 1992 

Bishop James W. Malone, Bishop of Youngstown 

Chair, U.S. C. C. Committee on Domestic Social Policy 

This Labor Day, we focus on work and family, 
a central relationship that defines not just what we 
do but who we are. For most Americans, work is 
a distinctly human and very personal means of 
expression and creativity. It provides for our 
material needs, offers economic security for our 
families and allows us to contribute to the larger 
community. 

Unfortunately, far too many families in this 
country have little reason to celebrate this Labor 
Day. Millions of Americans are without work. 
Many are working but still cannot provide 
adequately for their families. Others do not have 
the skills or lack opportunities for decent work. 
Still others work at jobs without meaning or dignity 
or fear that their health, safety or job security is at 
risk in the workplace. 

Families Facing Unemployment 
Presently, more than ten million Americans are 

looking for work; millions more have stopped 
looking; another ten million are underemployed • 
working at part-time jobs or jobs that do not provide 
a decent wage. Society has a moral obligation to 
reduce joblessness because it is through work that 
families are sustained, children are nurtured, and the 
future is secured. American society often equates 
freedom and personal well-being with work, so 
much so that people who are unemployed feel lost 
and without dignity. Indeed, long periods of 
unemployment can leave them with psychological 
scars as well as obvious economic difficul1ies. 

Each day that people go without work society 
tells them that their talents aren't needed, that their 
skills don't matter ·· in a real sense, they aren't 
needed and they don't matter. When a head of 
household is out of work, unemployment can 
devastate a family, undermine its stability, lead to 
the loss of its health care, and place its future in 
peril. Joblessness is a clear threat to family life. 

Working Poor Families 

Even those who do work often do not make 
enough to support a family. Almost two-thirds of 
all poor families with children had a family member 
working during the year. Census figures report that 
in 1990, there were over 2 million families with 
children where a family member worked nearly full­
time for the full-year, and yet they remained poor. 
In fact, a fifth of our children are growing up poor. 
Most of these poor working families are white two 
parent families; although African American and 
Hispanic families are more likely to be jobless and 
poor. Our society bas become too tolerant of high 
levels of unemployment and much too tolerant of 

poverty •· with terrible costs for families and 
children. 

Work and Welfare 

Almost 13% of children in this country rely on 
Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), 
commonly called welfare, for at least part of their 
family's income. Our country is presently engaged 
in a vigorous debate about welfare and work. Some 
warn that welfare is becoming a way of life rather 
than an economic safety net for families who fall on 
bard times. States are slashing benefits and passing 
laws which cut benefits to children in order to try to 
influence the behavior of their parents. For 
example, some state legislatures have imposed 
financial penalties on mothers who have an 
additional child while receiving public assistance. 

Others point out that benefits are inadequate for 
families and that poor families are becoming the 
political scapegoats of this recession. They believe 
lecturing poor families is no substitute for concrete 
programs and policies which offer help in the 
transition from welfare to work. Too often, welfare 
policy encourages families to break up to survive 
and to stay on welfare in order to have a decent 
place to live or to provide health care for their 
children. We can't make real progress by shaping 



policy that reflects society's prejudices against the 
poor, ill-fitting stereotypes and the temptation to 
balance budgets by cutting assistance to those with 
great needs but little clout. 

Catholic social teaching is pro-work, pro-family 
and pro-child. Our Bishops' Conference strongly 
advocates changes in the welfare system that "assist 
recipients, wherever possible, to become self­
sufficient through gainful employment." We believe 
that everyone who can work should work. What we 
need are new approaches to welfare -- not 
"workfare" but "family-fair" -- policies that offer 
poor families real opportunities to leave poverty and 
dependency behind, policies that do not discourage 
marriage and earnings, that do not simply cut off 
health ca.re, housing, child care and other essential 
help as families leave welfare for work and 
education. Our number one priority should be to 
create real opportunities for meaningful work so that 
families can live in . dignity, contribute to our 
national economy and build our local communities. 

Threats to Workers' Safety and Security 

Recently, Americans were shocked to read about 
the working conditions at the poultry processing 
plant in North Carolina where 25 workers died in a 
terrible fire behind locked doors. It was a grim 

reminder that some workers literally take their lives 
in their hands when they go to work. Workers' 
safety is a matter of life and death. 

We are also experiencing a resurgence of child 
labor law abuse which, at a time of industrial 
realignment, also threatens poor families. Too many 
children now spend their time working in fast food 
restaurants, fields and factories rather than in 
school, learning and preparing for the future. Child 
labor laws must be strengthened and enforced and 
families provided with adequate means to raise 
children. 

A growing threat to workers' security is the 
hiring of permanent replacements for striking 
workers during labor-management disputes. Labor 
unions have been and continue to be the vehicle for 
millions of workers to defend their dignity, protect 
their rights and ensure that their work provides a 
decent living for their families. Catholic social 
teaching supports the labor movement in its efforts 
to offer real participation in the economy for 
workers and their families. Our tradition contradicts 
those who dismiss the positive role of genuine 
collective bargaining or undermine its effectiveness 
through anti-union measures such as the permanent 
replacement of striking workers. 

Old Values, New Challenges 

In our recent statement, Putting Children and 
Families First, the American bishops call for new 
public, private and community initiatives to meet the 
needs of vulnerable children and families. While 
they remind parents to invest more time in raising 
children, they also call on government, business and 
labor to support families. Io addition to the policies 
already highlighted, the bishops call for national 
leadership: 

to reform our tax laws to include a refundable 
children's tax credit and an expanded earned 
income credit to recognize the economic 
consequences of raising children; 
to reform the health care system to make it 
accessible and affordable for all families; 
to fight discrimination, hunger and homelessness 
that undermine the dignity of many families; 
to finally enact a family and medical leave law, 
so parents don't have to choose between their 
jobs and their children at moments of crisis. 
We need a new sense of community and 

commitment to the common good. We call on 
workers to give an honest day's work for an honest 
day's pay; owners and managers to treat their 
employees with fairness and justice; unions to really 
represent workers and to seek creative new 
partnerships and strategies for the future; and 

policymakers to return with renewed vigor and 
imagination to the challenges of full employment, 
tax and welfare reform, and workers' health, safety 
and rights. 

Labor Day reminds us that people work not only 
for self-respect, but out of a profound regard for 
others. The job is a means for workers and their 
families to participate in the larger community and 
to contribute to the common good. Work is an 
expression of our creativity and our humanity and 
for the Christian it is much more. It is the way in 
which we use our God-given talents and abilities to 
participate in the continuing process of creation. 

On this Labor Day, let us commit ourselves to 
support families by confronting widespread 
joblessness, wages that leave children in poverty and 

policies that force parents to choose between their 
jobs and their children. Let us recommit ourselves 
to protect families and defend children by refocusing 
on the crucial connection between decent jobs at 
decent wages and healthy family life. 

Additional copies available from the Office of Domestic Social 

Development, U.S. Catholic Conference, 3211 Fourth S1rec1, NE, 

Washington, DC 20017, (202)541-3185. 
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"Let us recommit ourselves to protect families and defend 

children by refocusing on the crucial connection between decent 

jobs at decent wages and healthy family life," the statement 

urged.

"Unfortunately, far too many families in this country have 

little reason to celebrate this Labor Day," said Bishop Malone.

USCC LABOR DAY STATEMENT CITES
THE LINK BETWEEN WORK AND FAMILY

WASHINGTON—Catholic social teaching is "pro-work, pro-family and 

pro-child," and joblessness is a clear threat to family life said 

the United States Catholic Conference (USCC) in its annual Labor

Day statement.
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"Presently, more than ten million Americans are looking for 

work; millions more have stopped looking; another ten million are 

underemployed-working at part-time jobs or jobs that do not 

provide a decent wage. Society has a moral obligation to reduce 

joblessness because it is through work that families are 

sustained, children are nurtured, and the future is secured," 

Bishop Malone said.

Even those who do work often do not make enough to support a
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The Labor Day statement, entitled "Work and Family: Old

Values, New Challenges," was issued by Bishop James W. Malone of 

Youngstown, Chairman of the USCC Committee on Domestic Social 

Policy. USCC is the national-level action agency of the nation’s 

Catholic Bishops.
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Bishop Malone noted that in their recent statement Putting

more...

"Our society has become too tolerant of high levels of 

unemployment and much too tolerant of poverty-with terrible costs 

for families and children," the Bishop said.

Bishop Malone noted that almost 13% of children in this 

country rely on Aid to Families with Dependent Children (welfare) 

for at least part of their family's income, and the country is 

engaged in a debate about welfare and work.

Another threat to workers' security, said the Bishop, is the 

hiring of permanent replacements for striking workers during 

labor-management disputes.

family, said the Bishop, who noted that in 1990 there were over 

two million families with children where a family member worked 

nearly full-time for the full-year, and yet they remained poor.

Turning to threats to workers' safety and security. Bishop 

Malone called attention to the resurgence of child labor law 

abuse and urged the strengthening and enforcement of child labor 

laws.

"Labor unions have been and continue to be the vehicle for 

millions of workers to defend their dignity, protect their rights 

and ensure that their work provides a decent living for their 

families," Bishop Malone declared. "Catholic social teaching 

supports the labor movement in its efforts to offer real 

participation in the economy for workers and their families."

"Our Bishops' Conference strongly advocates changes in the 

welfare system that 'assist recipients, wherever possible, to 

become self-sufficient through gainful employment,'" Bishop 

Malone said. "We believe that everyone who can work should 

work. What we need are new approaches to welfare — not 

'workfare' but 'family-fair' — policies that offer poor families 

real opportunities to leave poverty and dependency behind, 

policies that do not discourage marriage and earnings, that do 

not simply cut off health care, housing, child care and other 

essential help as families leave welfare for work and education."
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Copies of the Labor Day statement are available from the 

Office of Domestic Social Development, 3211 Fourth Street, NE, 

Washington, DC, 20017.

Children and Families First, the Bishops called for new public, 

private and community initiatives to meet the needs of vulnerable 

children and families. These included reform of the tax laws to 

include a refundable children’s tax credit and an expanded earned 

income credit to recognize the economic consequences of raising 

children; reform of the health care system to make it more 

affordable for families; and enactment of a family and medical 

leave law.

"On this Labor Day," said Bishop Malone, "let us commit 

ourselves to support families by confronting widespread 

joblessness, wages that leave children in poverty and policies 

that force parents to choose between their jobs and their 

children."
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Government Is Not God’s Work
By Robert H. Meneilly
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their agenda on our schools, ranging 
from the teaching of creationism, gut­
ting sex education programs and 
putting an end to school breakfast 
programs for the needy and day care 
for children of working parents — on 
the grounds that such programs un­
dercut the family. In their view, chil­
dren should eat at home with their 
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survive. It is not the state’s business 
to carry out the church’s ministries! 

The religious right’s mission is two­
fold. First, it seeks to gain control of 
the Republican Party apparatus at 
the state and local levels, with the 
eventual control of the Republican 
National Committee itself. Its second 
objective is to elect its candidates to 
hundreds, even thousands, of lower 
level public offices.

Once elected, they can begin to 
implement Mr. Robertson’s Christian 
Coalition extremist views, and from 
there they can seek higher offices.

toward neighbors of a homosexual 
orienution resembles the environ­
ment of hell. It causes the community 
to wonder if they have ever heard of 
the first and second greatest Com­
mandments of God.

One of the not-so-obvious Christian 
movements in our country is what 
has become known as the religious 
right. So many wonderfully good and 
well-meaning people are being drawn 
in and are supporting its agenda, 
without realizing what they are doing 
or considering the ultimate conse­
quences.

The movement is led by some very 
charismatic leaders, like Pat Robert­
son, James Dobson, Tim La Haye, 
Jimmy Swaggert and Jerry Falwell. 
Their message sounds good, right­
eous and very Christian on the sur­
face. Who can listen to clean-shaven, 
well-dressed and patriotic-sounding 
Pat Robertson talk about his Chris­
tian Coalition and not think, “That is 
exactly what this country needs — 
good old American patriotism”?

The thousands of good Christians 
who gather to hear James Dobson 
talk of his Focus on the Family Cru­
sade may think:, “Wow, that’s the 
greatest, and every American should 
hear and heed: Discipline our kids, 
don’t spare the rod and spoil the 
child; indoctrinate them with our ex­
clusive doctrines. Make divorce im­
possible; don’t teach about sex until 
kids are more mature and can under­
stand it because that leads to promis- 

They have put out a detailed manual, 
spelling out how to get in and manipu­
late the political process.

To be sure, any person should be 
free to run for any office, whatever 
his or her political party or religious 
affiliation. But these so-called stealth 
candidates, who conceal their ulti­
mate purpose until elected, are 
mighty dangerous for local communi­
ties and the nation.

In office, these folks come out of 
cuity. Preach Mom at home in the their closets. They begin pushing 
kitchen and Dad bringing home all
the bacon.” 

Focus on the Family appears to 
have a commendable mission. But it 
is a mission that is out to get the state 
to legislate what Mr. Dobson’s reli­
gion can’t seem to do. Any religion 
that needs the government to support 
and subsidize it doesn’t deserve to

parents, even when there may be no 
parents there or no food.

The religious right is also big on 
censorship of books, including any 
fantasy yams involving witches — 
even those in the long tradition of 
children's literature, such as “Snow 
White” and “Hansel and Gretel.” 
They claim that these lead to devil 
worship and witchcraft.

These extremists always refer to 
the United States as a “Christian 
nation.” But look at history honestly. 
The very idea that the United States 
should be officially Christian was ex­
plicitly rejected by James Madison 
and the other Framers of our Consti­
tution who insisted on a system of 
separation of church and state that 
guarantees religious freedom for all. 
“Christian nation,” like “family val­
ues,” are code words for an evangeli­
cal socio-religious perspective, used 
to marginalize, if not blackball, non­
conformists.

The religious right extremists have 
been conniving in every political way 
to get state-mandated prayer and Bi­
ble reading back into the public 
school, ever since the Supreme Court 
declared it to be unconstitutional in 
1963. Let’s face it, fellow Christian 
Protestants, that old tradition clearly 
promoted a generic form of Protes­
tantism, without any concern for our 
Roman Catholic, Mormon, Jewish, 
Unitarian or Muslim neighbors. The 
Pennsylvania law that was struck 
down by the Supreme Court was ex­
plicit: “At least ten verses from the 
Holy Bible shall be read, without 
comment, at the opening of each 
school day.”

Voluntary prayer in the public 
schools has always been legal. Chil­
dren are perfectly free to say grace 
over lunch and read the Bible in their 
free time. We need to resist govern­
ment-prescribed prayer programs.
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Robert H. Meneilly is the senior pas­
tor of the Village Presbyterian 
Church (U.S.A.). This article is ex- 

■ cerpted from his sermon of Aug. 15. 
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Prairie Village, Kan. 
■■W““^^eligion can be the great- 

■ est thing on earth or 
Lthe worst. It can be 

the greatest healing 
therapy in society, or 
the greatest hazard 

to a society's health. It can be a 
hen democratic republic’s greatest good 
ast or its worst threat.

Look at the hot spots of the earth 
irk and you see religious extremists 

lighting the fuses — whether in 
;ht. Northern Ireland, Israel, Bosnia or 
]ue California. Religious extremists are 
>an breeding all kinds of "culture wars.” 
,;he Religion can breed all kinds of har­

assment, bigotry, prejudice, intoler- 
ing ance and deception.

in Religion is peculiar. When it is not 
led in earnest, it doesn't hurt anyone, but 
ew it doesn’t do any good either. When it 
rm is in earnest, it is a most powerful 

force for good or evil. If religion can 
irs, ' persuade someone that an idea is the 

will of God, that person, not wanting 
to displease Almighty God, may feel 
compelled to act on it

We Christians must face up to the 
fact that our Christianity has propa­
gated, in the name of Jesus, devilish 
acts, bloody wars, awful persecu­
tions, hate crimes and political chaos. 
We have seen this evidenced on tele­
vision, with leaders of Operation Res­
cue harassing neighbors and demon­
strating at women’s clinics in the 
most detestable and criminal ways — 
in the name of Jesus! The hate that 
certain extreme elements of the 
Christian community have cultivated

al
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The Supreme Court put the responsi­
bility back upon parents, where it 
belongs. A religion that must depend 
upon the state to do what it cannot do 
is not worthy of existence. Even 
Christianity.

This religious right confronts us 
with a threat far greater than the old 
threat of Communism. When the 
state and the church become en­
twined, it is religion that is the loser. 

1 tremble for my country when I 
hear zealous religionists plaguing 
their good neighbors and women’s 
health groups in the name of Jesus, 
who said: “A new commandment I 
give to you; love one another as I 
have loved you.”

I tremble for our nation when I 
hear extremists discrediting our pub­
lic school system, the only truly ecu­
menical program left in our commu­
nity. The public school takes the poor 
and the handicapped, the abused and 
foster children, the Christian and the 
Muslim, the Roman Catholic and the 
Jew. They do more of the Lord’s work 
every day than most other institu­
tions. I fear for all our schools if we 
afford government support to private 
schools, for soon the funding state is 
sure to impose regulations. It is our 
freedom of religion that will ultimate- 
ly lose.

't may sound judgmental for 
one religionist in a pulpit to 
stand up and wam people 
about the threat of differing 
religionists. 1 pray that whai 1 

. do today is discernment in 
love, not judgment in any hate. To 
love our neighbors as ourselves re­
quires tolerance, but it also requires 
looking out for the best ultimate wel­
fare of both state and church. It 
means being humble, not self-right­
eous. 
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A pastor dissects 
the religious 

right’s new goals.
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Most Reverend William H. Keeler, D D. 
Archbishop of Baltimore 

President

Most Reverend William H. Keeler 
Archbishop of Baltimore
President

Honorable William Clinton
President of the United States
The White House
Washington, D.C.

WhilA we certainly disagree on some matters of public 
policy, I would expect that those men and women who serve in 
senior positions in your Administration would at least 
recognize the manifold contributions of the Church on behalf 
of the poor and the suffering.

Dear Mr. President,

Her characterization of the Catholic Church as a 
"celibate and male dominated Church" is contemptuous and 
implies that Catholics do not have a right to contribute to 
the debate on thia issue.

I write on behalf of the Catholic bishops and people of 
the United States to strongly object to certain 
characterizations of those who oppose abortion-on-request by 
Dr. Jocelyn Elders, the nominee for the post of U.S. Surgeon 
General, which were made as a part of Dateline NBC last night.

Furthermore, her suggestion that those who find abortion 
morally repugnant are not interested in life beyond the womb 
flies in the face of your own recognition during our March 
meeting of the Church's many contributions to life at all 
stages. Additionally, Mrs. Clinton in a meeting with 
representatives of our Conference gratefully acknowledged the 
contribution of the Catholic Church to health care for the 
poor, mother and child programs, child-care programs, and 
education.
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M. Joycelyn Elders, M.D.
810 Marcia Cove

Little Rock, Arkansas 72206

The Most Reverend William H. Keeler 
Archbishop of Baltimore
President
National Conference of Catholic Bishops
3211 Fourth Street, N.EL
Washington, D.C.

Dear Archbishop Keeler J

Alexis Herman shared with me her conversation with Msgr. Robert 
Lynch, Executive Director of the National Conference of Catholic 
Bishops regarding my nomination. I am, of course, aware of the 
controversy that has arisen concerning statements I made during 
my tenure as Director of the Arkansas Department of Health. I am 
distressed that some have intex'preted my remarks as evidence of

DETERMINED TO BE AN

ADMIiUSTRATIVE MARKING

Bishops regarding my nomination.

my tenure as Director of the Arkansas Department of Health.

bigotry against particular religious denominations.

I abhor bigotry in all its forms. I grew up in a segregated 
community and know first hand the baleful effects of prejudice 
and ri i ncriml nation. I do not consider myself a bigot, and I 
regret any impression that I may have left to the contrary. I am 
willing, indsfid eager, to engage in a constructive diaj.ogue.

As I told Bishop Kcbonald, the Bishop of Little Rock, I never 
meant to malign or blaspheme the Catholic Church. If my 
statements have caused any offense, I sincerely apologize. I 
respect and admire the many contributions that church-based 
programs and church-inspired people have made to education, 
health care and social justice. As a deeply religious person 
myeelf, I am respectful of sincerely held religious beMefs, 
when those beliefs are at odds with my own convictions about the 
wisest public policy choices. I believe that religious 
organizations are fully entitled to make their voices heard, and 
have every right to participate in public debate over the many 
pressing issues this country faces.
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M. J' ders, M.D.

At the state and local level I participated in cones true Live 
conversations with religious, civic and social groups with one 
goal in mindi to bring the citizens of Arkansas together in 
common cause against the problems that beset us. I hope that, if 
confirmed as Surgeon General, I can continue to bring Americans 
together to contribute to that ongoing conversation, ever mindful 
of the rich diversity of backgrounds, viewpoints and beliefs of 
our people.

Sincerely,
)

-i

V
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Dear Archbishop Keeler:

Sincerely,

i

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

The Most Reverend william h. Keeler 
Archbishop of Baltimore
President
National Conference of Catholic Bishops
3211 Fourth street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20017-1194

Thank you for your letter concerning my nomination 
of Dr. Joycelyn Elders to be Surgeon General of the 
United States.

I understand and share your desire that all Americans, 
including Catholics, actively participate in the debate 
regarding significant issues such as abortion. I have 
personally known Dr. Elders for many years, and I can 
assure you that, as a religious person herself, she 
respects the deeply held beliefs of others, I know 
that she will bring the full measure of that respect 
to her position as Surgeon General of the United States.

I join Mrs. Clinton in expressing gratitude for the 
contributions of the American Catholic church to 
alleviating ignorance and suffering in this country.
I look forward to working with you, the Bishops’ 
Conference, and members of my Administration as 
we address the problems facing our nation.


