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REMARKS BY GOVERNOR BILL CLINTON
B’NAI B‘RITH 36TH BIENNIAL INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION
WASHINGTON, D.C.
S8EPTEMBER 9, 1992

Thank you very much. It‘s an honor to 3join you today for your 36th annual
convention. For nearly a century and a half, B‘'nal B’rith has set the standard of
this nation for community service, individual responsibility, and opposition to
every form of bigotry and lntolerance. I want to thank President Schiner for his
kind invitation to be with you today, and my long-time friend, Lynn Cutler, for
her generous introduction.

A few years back I was the honoree at the B’nai B‘rith dinner in Hot Springs,
Arkansas, where I grew up, so I‘m an old friend of your organization. Today we
join together once again tc pay tribute to your extraordinary contributions to the

struggle for justice here in America and around the world. You’vs been there to
help these in need in your own neighborhoods, establishing +1 volunteer
efforts, nelping the blind, settling refugees from the forme: oviet Union,

combhating the scourge of drugs, and wc¢rking to strengthen the education of young
Americans.

Even when I was growlng up in Arkansas, I knew the efforts of B’nali B’rith. Way
back in 1914 B’nai B’rith opened the Levi Hospital in my hometown of Hot Springs,
and today, because of your generous support, that hospital has become a major
center for the treatment of arthritis and related diseases as well as a center for
the rehabilitation of a wide variety of ailments, serving hundresds of patients
every year without ccncern for their ability to pay.

There’s also a B’nai B’rith senior citizens housing complex in downtown Hot
Springs, two synagogues and a thriving Jewish community. So I grew up with a keen
appreciation for the work of B’nai B’rith and I‘ve always admired your commitment
to helping others.

Wherever human tragedy strikes, at home or abroad, you’ve been there to provide
assistance. You moved swiftly to address the crisis in Somalia, launched your own
drive to help raise funds to stave off starvation of millions of Somalis.

You were there to help the earthquake victims in San Francisco, Mexico City, Iran
and Armenia. You provided aid to cyclone victims in Bangladesh and pressed the
world to act against the atrocities in Bosnia and you moved very quickly to
respond to the urgently needed assistance for the victims of Hurricane Andrew.

What guides each of you is a belief in a covenant that we all share to enrich the
lives of those around you, to fight bigotry ,to protect liberty. As the high
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holidays approach, each of you renews your commitment to your own covenant and as
the shofar marks this period of reflection, let us join together to renew our
dedication to the values we share in common.

America and Israel share a special bond. Our relationship is unique among all
nations. Like America, Israel is a strong democracy, a symbol of freedom, an oasis
of liberty, a home to the oppressed and the persecuted.

Yet in this world where the cold war has ended, peace is still a long way away in
the Middle East. 1Israel is still surrounded by nations in pursuit of weapons of
mass destruction, still at risk of Scud attacks by Saddam Hussein, and now facing
new, more advanced Scuds from Syria. Still suffering the economic hardships of the
Arab bhoycott, still waiting for an offer of peace from her Arab neighbors.

The current round of peace negotiations taking place in Washirigton is the best
chance in a decade of bringing a lasting peace to the region.

When T met with Prime Minister Rabin last month in Washington, I made clear to him
my determination to continue the peace process, if elected. I want to be very
clear about this: there will be no hiatus in the current negotiations.

The recent elections in Israel have given this new government a mandate to move
forward and Prime Minister Rabin has wasted no time in breathing new life into the
negotiations. He’s agreed to stop all political settlement activity and shift the
funds to spending on infrastructure and education in Israel. He’s freed 800 Arab
prisoners and reversed 11 deportation orders of Palestinians.

He’s pledged a gradual reopening of streets in what have bheen some of the most
violent commercial and residential areas. He’s eased restrictions on Arab laborers
entering Israel. Israel has reaffirmed its recognition of the U.N. resolutions
that are the foundations of the peace process and specifically applied them to the
negotiations with Syria and Israel. And it now has under consideration a plan for
full autonomy for the Palestinians that includes early elections.

Now it is time for the other side to reciprocate.

The peace negotiations will no doubt take time, but there is a simple step the
Arabs should have taken long ago--an end to their illegal boycott against Israel.
That boycott is economic warfare and that war must end now. It is time the
administration made it clear that the United States will no longer turn a blind
eye to this practice, by putting an end to U.S. goverrment contracts with anyone
who participates in the boycott. That is why I support Senator Al Gore’s
initiative to prohibit Defense Department contracts with any foreign companies
that participate in the Arab League’s boycott against Israel.

We need an administration that will promote action to stop the spread of dangerous
missiles in the Middle East, and a strong international effort, and tough
sanctions to keep weapons of mass destruction out of the hands of nations like
Iran, Iraq, Syria and Libya.

I do not believe we ought to pressure Israel into making unilateral concessions
in the peace process as this administration has tried to do. TI believe we must
stand by Israel in its historic effort to integrate thousands, and hundreds of
thousands of refugees into its society, and I believe the United States should
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serve as a catalyst and an honest broker in the peace negotiations. For in the end
only TIsrael, the Palestinians, and the Arab nations can make lasting peace with
one another.

The United States must not waver in its financial, security, and moral commitments
to Israel. That is why I said early on in my campaign: it is in our nation’s best
interest to continue military and economic assistance to Israel, because this
vital aid encourages long-term stability in the region and demonstrates United
States’ commitment to Israel’s security and sovereignty.

I am especially disturbed by the long-term outlook for the spread of weapons of
mass destruction. It is very menacing. That means that our commitment must include
not only an effort to reduce this spread, but a reaffirmation of our strong
commitment to maintaining Israel’s qualitative military edge over its foes.

The sight of children huddled in basements with gas masks during the Gulf War
brought home to every American just how vulnerable Israel is and just how volatile

the region is.

Clearly we must meet our security commitments to our coalition partners in the
Gulf. But any actions must be taken in close consultation with the Government of
Israel. And arms sales must not undermine our commitment to Israel’s qualitative

edge.

As I have said repeatedly, any sale of F-15s to Saudi Arabia must only go forward
in this context. I believe we can -- and should -- provide for the adeguate
defenses of our coalition partners in the region in a way that does not threaten
Israel’s security.

As T have said, I would support the sale of some versions of the F-1Z’s to Saudi
Arabia. But we must not sell any offensive version of the F-15s to Saudi Arabia
that could threaten 1Israel, tilt the military balance, or erode Israel'’s
gqualitative military edge.

There is another threat to Israel that has gone long unaddressed. It is a threat
that can weaken Israel militarily, economically and politically. It can hinder
our ability to respond to crises that may affect Israel. That threat is the
weakening American economy. Without a growing economy, without a strong, stable,
and secure American middle class, America’s commitment to Israel will always be
under pressure.

It is time we had a president who will put our country back to work again, get our
country moving forward again, have an America where our jobs are growing and our
incomes are growing, not shrinking.

Senator Gore and I have a plan to expand the economy, to create jobs and

strengthen our middle class and reduce poverty. It recognizes that our first
foreign policy priority and our first domestic priority must be one and the same:
a revitalized economy. For we can not be strong abroad if we are not strong at
home.

Our plan creates millions of new jobs. We will rebuild our roads and bridges,
we’ll convert defense-based industries into peace time centers of qutting edge
technology. We’ll take every dollar by which we cut defense and put it back into
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the economy to create jobs for the 21st century. We‘’ll give new incentives to the
private sector to create manufacturing jobs and jobs in small business.

In short, we will put America back to work again. Not with more trickle down
economics, not by going back to tax and spend, but by going forward to invest, to
educate, to cooperate, to compete, and to grow.

Under our plan, health care will become a right, not a privilege. We must control
the health care costs that are crippling our economy, ballooning our deficit,
weakening the private sector. And we must ensure that every American has access
to quality care.

And our plan will begin on the first day of our inauguration, not the last two
months before our effort to secure reelection.

¢

But you and I know this election is about more than the state of our economy and
the government’s responsibility to provide every American a decent chance at a
decent. way of life. It is also about the American spirit.

About what kind of country we want to be and what kind of values we choose t
aé\cherish and to pass on to our children.

Frankly, I’m deeply concerned by the cynicism, the intolerance, the ugliness that
threatens our society today.

And no one knows better than you the danger of bigotry, anti-Semitism and
intolerance that is on the rise, not only in America, but also abroad. Your own
Anti- Defamation League has been at the forefront of the struggle against hatred
and bigotry for nearly half a century. You understand the threat to our society
of skinheads on the rampage, the surge of neo-Nazism at the extreme fringes of our
own country, and the rise in hate crimes according to your own ADL statistics.

We’re all aware of the troubling rise of anti-Semitism in the former communist
bloc. Across the region neo-Nazis flourish, Jewish cemeteries are desecrated, and
immigrants attacked.

Within the last two weeks in Germany a holocaust memorial and an immigrant center
were bombed. And anti-Semitic organizations like Pamyat in Russia are on the
rise. It is the responsibility of our leaders to counter intolerance, bigotry and
hatred.

As president, my commitment to opposing fear and hate and prejudice will not bend
with the prevailing political wind.

It will be strong, steady, and certain.

President Bush’s press conference on September 12th, 1990 was one of the worst
days in the history of our democracy. His callous remarks against the American
Jewish community and its efforts to participate in our system of democracy were
an affront to the basic right of all Americans to speak freely.

I think patriotism requires all of us to love our country enough to right its
wrongs. Patriotism is not silent in the face of wrong-headed policy, it is vocal.
and while others criticize you, T applaud your patriotism.
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The Riddle of Bill Glinton’s Faith

evangelicals felt outrage during Clin- | father regularly got drunk and beat his
ton’s first few weeks in office as he | wife; once he was arrested for firing a
announced new policies easing abor- | guninto the wall of his house. Partly to
tion restrictions and expanding homo- | escape this domestic chaos, Bill began
sexual rights, and appointed staff | attending the Park Place Baptist
members who seemed insensitive or | Church from the age of eight.

even hostile to the religious communi-

Every Sunday moming young Bill

ty. More than a year later, they still | Clinton would put on a suit and walk a

wonder whether the Presi-
dent is mcrely posing as a
Christian.

Recently, Clinton has
made deliberate efforts to
reach out to evangelicals.
Several leaders have spent
the night at the White
House, and the President
has hosted at least five
breakfast meetings involv-
ing key evangelicals. My re-
port in this magazine
about one of those meet-
ings sparked a flood of an-
gry responses. "‘You say
Clinton has biblical knowl-
edge,’”’ said one caller,
“well, so does the Devil!
You people got snowed.”
Numerous - letter writers
contended that evangeli-
cals were wrong even to
meet with the President;
six drew parallels with
Adolf Hitler, who used pas-
tors for his own purposes.

Clinton’s critics remain
unimpressed by religious
words and other tokens of
faith. One respected na-
tional leader wrote me that
evangelicals are being
“used effectively, although
unwittingly, by the White
House to confuse conserva-
tive Christians and divide
the body of Christ.” Gary
Bauer of the Family Re-
search Counsel says sim-
ply, “Judge by what he
does, not what he says.”

atever else one
may say about it,
Bill Clinton’s

faith is definitely not a cre-

When it comes
to Bill Clinton,
 many Christians
- feel'something
beyondtﬁnger
somethin
- Closer tog#
betrayal, ¥

***4:

ation of White House spin doctors. He | mile down the sidewalks of Hot Springs
grew up in Bible Belt Arkansasinanera | to church, clutching his leather Bible.
when ministers still conducted school | At age ten he made a public profession
assemblies and students read Bible | of faith and was baptized. A year later
passages over the loudspeaker every | Clinton asked a Sunday-school teacher
morning. Except for his grandparents, | to drive him 50 miles to Little Rock to
his family was nonreligious. His step- | attend a Billy Graham crusade. He ad-
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mired the evangelis: T@or resisting pres-
sure to scgregate his —rusade. and from
then on Clintoa se: azasioe nickels and
dimes to scnd to Grarara S<hoolteach-
ers thought Bill himse=s- = might grow up
to be an cvangel:st

As he attended Ceeorpetown, Yale,
and then Oxforé unrer=x:11es. Clinton’s
religious fervor cooe=_ = He mamed Hil-
lary Rodham, retu—en- = 0 Arkansas to
settle, and became :re *= voungest gover-
nor in the natices k= =—nad an unbroken
string of successes ur—=_.! 1380 when,ina
stunning upset. he vscs: his bid for re-
election. Clinton i== : depressed and
aimless. Problems m =2ne marriage sur-
faced, and rumors =waou: Bill's alleged
extramarital affairz :esegan to spread.

In 1980, two ev=—=x:5 occurred that
Clinton now cites a2 —imarkers pointing
the way back. First =<.:s daughter, Chel-
sea, was bormn. Sezxx 2. he took a pil-
grimage to Israel t== = oy the Reverend
W.O. Vaught. The —=:n:ster became a
kind of father figi= - roc Clinton. and
soon afterwaré Clmrcen joined Vaught's
church, started sing—rz m its choir, and
for the furst tiroe 11 =:=:s life began sen-
ous Bible stucdy. A :e=e:ghbor says that
C.S. Lewis’s boot = Mer Christianity
also played an imnx==1an! role in Clin-
ton’s spiritual rensvaa_.

friend askec —=+ ~“What kind of
religios ar—mal is Bill Clin-
ton?” To gre > a fair answer |
would point tc a sp=—=—es like the platy-
pus: part repCle mz—— mammal, pan
bird. Our frs: Pr=c:2=n1 1o graduate
from a Catholuc coie=eg2s now attends a
Baptist churck anz : < married 10 a life-
long Methodisz . Ir =—=:: though. he may
fee! most at home w310 the more emo-
tional worship s:ve = of African-Ameni-
cans and Pentecosmus. 5. As governor, he
would bring hzs sexropaone to an annu-
al Pentecostal revuas z: marked by glos-
solalia, clapping an— = -ousing music.
Clinton says he vaas mitially reluc-
tant to talk abwu: ns:3:a::h in public life
“because the sto= of the Pharisees
made a big impr==izor. on me when |
was a child. e 5 whenever | have
spoken in a chur=s . : always stand up
and say, 'l coroe ne=-= 25 a sinner, not a
saint, because 1 m «~seak, not strong.’
Once. when asker r 71 e believed in life
after death, he repie=_- “Yeah, I have to0.
I need a second smmr~ce "
Clinton t06d T==R:STIANITY TODAY
that “in some wa:s "z1a:zh is harder for
me, and in soe wavs+s n's easier’” now

C=RISISTIANITY TODAY



that he is President. Washington, “the
most sccular ctty I've ever lived in,” is a
challenging place in which to practice,
say, the principles of the Sermon on the
Mount. “'Yet, believe it or not, even
though I work long hours, I have more
opportunities to be alone and to pray.”
Clinton claims he prays more as Presi-
dent, reads the Bible—he stayed up un-
til 3 AM reading the Book of Joshua
before the Middle East peace signing—
and looks to his old pastor in Little
Rock for spiritual guidance. "Rex
Home calls me every Saturday night
without fail.”

The White House staff tries to free up
three hours of quiet time each day in
which the President can read, write,
nap, practice his golf stroke, or do any-
thing except go to meetings, and this is
the time when Clinton prays and reads
Christian books. Richard Mouw's Un-
common Decency and Tony Campolo’s
Wake Up America’ were recent titles.
“And it helps me. You'd be amazed
what it does, because I read every-
thing—government reports, histories,
mysteries—but the time I spend read-
ing these books . . . gives me a certain
serenity that would not be there other-
wise. I alwayvs kecp one going all the
time, no matter what I'm doing.”

In person, Bill Clinton talks freely
and convincingly about his faith. I have
not met a single Christian leader who,
after meeting with Clinton, comes
away questioning his sincerity. One
Christian college president is "abso-
lutely convinced of hisdeep and sincere
faith,” and says the President knows his
Bible. Another evangelical guest at the
White House claimed that the Presi-
dent is “not only a Christian but an
evangelical Christian”—whobelieves
the Apostles’ Creed and has a very high
view of Scripture.

Edward G. Dobson, pastor of Calvary
Church in Grand Rapids, has impecca-
ble credentials with the Religious
Right: he graduated from Bob Jones
University, worked for Jerry Falwell
(writing the original platform for the
Moral Majority), and served as editor of
Fundamentalist Joumnal. Here is his re-
sponse after a White House meeting
with others involved in AIDS ministry:
“Is Bill Clinton a Christian? 1 don't
know. I'm not God. How do you know
I'm a Christian? We look at clues and
evidences. Does Clinton know the
Scriptures? Is he affected emotionally
by things like prayer? Does he go to
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church every week, carry his Bible,
claim to have a relationship with
Christ? The answer to all these ques-
tions is yes. I believe he's more deeply
spiritual than any President we've had
in recent years.

“Next question,” Dobson continues:
“How can I reconcile Bill Clinton’s
faith with his policies? I can’t. But that
doesn’t mean I won’t meet with him
and have dialogue. Falwell called the
other day, making plans to go to Cuba
in an attempt to see Castro. ‘I've gotten
a lot of criticism for meeting with the
President,’ I told him, ‘but, Jerry, I have
yet to meet with a Communist!" *’

Ed Dobson, like others, has heard the
charge that he is simply being used by
the White House for political ends. A
Christian leader compared me to one of
the false prophets who told Ahab and
Jezebel what they wanted to hear. That
hurt. But I'd go anywhere, including to
hell, as long as there were no limita-
tions on what I could say. Manin Lu-
ther King, Jr., said, Whom we wish to
change we must first love. I'm trying to
speak the truth in love, that's all.”

d Dobson’s dilemma, reconciling
EBill Clinton’s faith and his poli-

cies, lies at the heant of Clinton’s
problems with evangelicals. How has it
happened that a President’s policies
have so thoroughly alienated him from
a constituency he views as his spiritual
kin? [ had the opportunity to ask the
question of Clinton himself.

“There are two big reasons,” Clinton
said. "'First, over several years the
leaders of the evangelical community
have gotten more and more identified
with the conservative wing of the Re-
publican pany.

"“Second, some of those same people
have made abortion andhomosexuality
the litmus test of whether you're a true
Christian. Centainly these are not the
most-mentioned issues in the Bible, but
they're the things thathave become the
litmus test, and if you're wrong on
them, it's almost like saying you're a
fraud, you can't really be a Christian.”

Church historian Mark Noll observes
that evangelicals tend to remain aloof
from politics except for occasional, im-
passioned campaigns. Some of these
campaigns are highly moral, such as
the anti-slavery movement; some are
misguided, such as the campaign
against Catholic immigration: and
some are simply quixotic, such as the

crusade against the Masons. In abor-
tion and gay rights, evangelicals have
found two big moral issues that galva-
nize the troops to enter the political
fray.

Millions of Americans make voting
decisions on the abortion issue alone.
To them, Clinton’s support for abortion
rights makes him a mass murderer.
Nothing he might say about his person-
al faith could possibly counteract the
devastating effect of that one policy.
When Billy Graham merely agreed to
pray at Clinton’s inauguration, pro-life
activists blasted his decision as “'a great
embarrassment for all who call them-
selves evangelical.”

Clinton’s early pro<hoice and pro-
gay decisions gave a wake-up call to the
Religious Right. Pat Robertson’s Chris-
tian Coalition has signed up 900,000
members, and Robertson sketches the
political scene in apocalyptic terms:
America has become a predominantly
anti-Christian pagan nation—and our
government has become a weapon the
anti-Christian forces now use against
Christians and religious people.”

Beverly LaHaye, president of Con-
cerned Women for America, echoes the
same call, but her “open letter to Presi-
dent Clinton" shows that the agenda for
concern has expanded well beyond
abortion and gay rights to include Clin-
ton’s “‘massive government intrusion
into every aspect of our lives: dramatic
tax increases, socialized medicine, gov-
emment price controls, federal regula-
tion of businesses and our free enter-
prise economy, official support of the
efforts to redefine the American family,
the use of federal tax dollars for abor-
tion, and mandatory ‘valueless’ sex
education and pro-promiscuity pro-
grams in our public schools.”

In his January letter to supporters,
James Dobson listed 53 separate “de-
velopments that served to undermine
traditional moral values” in the previ-
ous vear. "Can there be any doubt,”
Dobson concluded, ““that a great Civil
War of Values is being waged in West-
ern nations. . . . [Thefamily's) demise is
being orchestrated at the highest levels
of government, and by radical special-
interest groups.”

Dobson raised an excellent question:
If Clinton is committed to having his
high-level appointments “look like
America,” he asked, why are there so
few evangelicals in key positions?

It is against this background that
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No soup in Hartford;
meeting with Clinton
in the White House

s we begin this new year, let
us keep each other in our
prayers and direct some
with Hartford Archbishop
Daniel Cronin in mind. He is strug-
gling to find proper footing as he tries
to lead his archdiocese. Appointed
archbishop in December 1990, it was
not long before he became embroiled
in controversy after it became public
he planned to move into a $430,000
mansion — six bedrooms and swim-
ming pool. His predecessor, Archbish-
op John Whealon, had lived in two
rented rooms in a local retirement
home. The plan was later scuttled.

Inside NCR

Last year, Cronin was again in the
news after the editors and editorial
writers for the archdiocesan newspa-
per, the Catholic Transcript, resigned,
saying Cronin’s policies had compro-
mised their journalistic integrity.

Recently word came from Hartford
that the Franciscan friars, who oper-
ate Connecticut’s oldest parish, St.
Patrick-St. Anthony Church in Hart-
ford, were told by Cronin they may not
open a soup kitchen on their premises
(see page 3). But the kicker was that
Cronin’s reason for scotching the pro-

OPENERS

posed House of Bread soup kitchen
was that it would harm the church’s
image!

Although the archdiocese sponsors
other soup kitchens, it was explained
that one in downtown Hartford would
not work because of “the image it pro-
jects to people who come there.” We all
make mistakes. Let’s remember to
pray for each other and petition the
heavens that Archbishop Cronin
learns from his doozies.

ditor-at-large Arthur Jones
recently was one of nine jour-
nalists with religious publica-
tions invited to the White
House for an informal meeting with

- President Bill Clinton. The group met

in the Cabinet Room.

The general themes were crime and
violence — and churches as the last
bastion in many places in holding the
community together. But the conversa-
tion, billed as a “roundtable,” was
wide-ranging.

Christian Century’s Jim Wall,
Catholic News Service’s Pat Zapor and
Religious News Service’s Dave Ander-
son were among the journalists. |

Since the meeting, Jones reports,
he’s been asked a number of times:
“What's (Clinton) like?” Jones
describes him as “cordial, relaxed and
soft-spoken.”

Jones, who has been in journalism
for some four decades, has interviewed
more than a dozen heads of state. |
asked him last week to compare Clin-
ton with some of these national execu-
tives.

“The first national leader I ever
interviewed was Fidel Castro,” recalled
Jones. “The most surprising — that
was Ratu Sir Kamasese Mara of Fiji.
In between were leaders such as
Monaco’s Prince Rainier, Denmark’s
Premier Otto Krag, the later-assassi-
nated Iranian Prime Minister Amir
Abbas Hoveyda and Italy’s now-
shamed Guilio Andreotti.”

Clinton, said Jones, was like none
of these, except in that he, too, is a
political figure who had agreed to talk
to journalists for political purposes.

“At another level, though, Clinton
reminded me of the late prime minis-
ter of Sweden, the murdered Olof
Palme. Like Palme, Clinton was can-
did. There was no flicker of hesitation,
of ‘how will this play? before he dealt
with the questions.”

Added Jones: “Clinton was worry-
ing about specific people, talking about
the poor as if he knew them. Clinton
answered questions about poverty eas-
ily from his experience of growing up
among people who were, if not poor as
now defined, ‘hard up’ by any measure.
... One sensed Clinton genuinely felt
their pain.”

And what about religion? “Clinton
was most fun when he talked about
the impact his two years of Catholic
grade school and his Georgetown edu-
cation had on him,” Jones said. “Was it
wryness that had him say that the
Catholic institution of confession really
impressed him — this teaching that
acknowledges people’s sinfulness and
their willingness to seek forgiveness
and start again?” Clinton told the

V1/5y

group he liked the Catholic confession-
al idea of “a continuous coming back
and striving to be better.”

He also liked Catholicism’s “social
gospel” emphasis and, in his Protes-
tant life, his increasing openness to
the scriptures. Jones reported the
president acknowledged using the
presidency as a “bully pulpit” (a por-
trait of President Teddy Roosevelt was
on the.wall). And yet, Clinton added,
“As president, you become aware how
impotent you are as just one person in
the vast sea of hu-manity.”

Clinton told the journalists that as
an individual “you have two responsi-
bilities. To live as long and as well as
you can, and to make the most of your
life and the lives of those in your direct
charge.” And he spoke, too, as presi-
dent, of treading carefully in trying to
at once talk about God but not preach
or deal in personal salvation.

Concluded Jones: “That was defi-
nitely new, for me anyway. Sitting
with a national leader, talking easil
about God.”

nd finally, this note:

Frank E. Brennan, 71,

charter director and board

chairman emeritus of the
National Catholic Reporter Publish-
ing Co., died Dec. 26. Brennan
worked in the Kansas City area as a
life insurance agent and was a for-
mer member of the Kansas City,
Mo., City Council.

D F

~—


















Freedom

Custom homes provude
keys to barrier-free lives

Homestyle, 1D

Trekkers take to a new
world of weekend fantasy
Accent, 1C

Amen

None

A chance of rain.
High 60. Low 44.

Augusta’s infamous corner
tests swings — and souls

Charile Vincent, 1B

Mercker no-hits Dodgers;_
Tigers can't get first win

Sports, 1B

The Detroit News ... #ree Press

Flile photo
Kurt Cahain enfanindad Nirvann e 1007

President Bill
Clinton says he’s “an

honest struggling
believer ... a person

who has sinned as a
child of God.”

Metro Final -

BY MARY OTTO
Free Press Washington Staff

WASHINGTON — On one recent evening,
James Dunn counted himself among three
dozen “ordinary mortals” invited to the
White House for dinner and a movie.

In this case, the guests were “people who
take their faith seriously,” said Dunn, who is
executive director of the Baptist Joint Com-
mittee on Public Affairs. The film was a
preview of the made-for-TV Bible story
“Abraham.”

Dunn recognized Jews, Muslims and a
number of other Christians around small

tables set up in the state dining room, noshing
and chatting. “People without political pow-
er,” he said. “Not face cards.

“I have never been in the White House
since Johnson’s time when the groups have
been so mixed,” he said, speaking of Presi-
dent Lyndon Johnson. “There's an affinity of
faith, not of political position.”

President Bill Clinton is methodically
seeking out the country’s religious thinkers
and leaders for agreement, argument and
discourse in much the same way he has
sought the cooperation of business leaders,
inviting them to the White House in small

35 cents, 50 cents outside metro Detroit

Clinton and guests share faith

groups for a meal and a talk.

Clinton initiated his efforts with a large
interfaith breakfast at the White House last
summer, said Flo McAfee, the White House’s
liaison to religious groups.

Now, she said, every four to six weeks
he’s having smaller, more intimate gather-
ings.

Though Presidents Ronald Reagan and
George Bush won the support of leaders from
the religious right, Clinton is earning a repu-
tation as the most openly religious president

See CLINTON, Page 6A

A DAZZLING RESTORATION
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Diverse guests share .

faith with president

CLINTON, from Page 1A

since Jimmy Carter.

He’s a Southern Baptist who regu-
larly attends church on Sunday. In
speech after speech, he has called for a
return to spintuality in everyday life
and government.

During a recent segment of ABC's
“World News Tonght,” Clinton de-
scnibed himself as “an honest strug-
gling believer ... a person who has
sinned as a child of God,” and he spoke
about his personal beliefs, saying, “I
know God through Jesus.”

The president’'s meetings, though
interfaith, in some ways reflect a Bap-
tist sensibility, said Rex Horme Jr.,
pastor of the president’s home church
in Little Rock, Ark. Every believer has
direct access to God. so everyone's
opinion is important.

Horme has served as a bndge in the
outreach effort, orgauzng a meeting
that tried to heal a nft between the
president and the more conservauve
leaders of the Southern Baptist Con-
vention. He sees the work continuing
in “‘keeping groups coming — different
people from different parts of the
country.”

But so far,
some of the
best-known con-
servatives such
as Jerry Falwell
and Pat Robert-
son have been
noticeable in
their absence.

Guests are
chosen by rec- Bill
ommendation "
Clinton

from religious
organizations
and efforts are made to reach the
nauon's varous regions, cuitures and
creeds. McAfee explained.

Some gatherings have focused on
parucular groups or topics, such as
AIDS. Future meetings could deal with
urban problems or cnime legislation,
Home said.

The president, Horne insisted, is
“not looking for support, just an ex-
changg of ideas.”

A few months ago, Robert Seiple,

o o T @

the president of the Chnstian relief
organization World Vision, joined 11
other evangelical leaders for a break-
fast with Clinton. '

They didn't talk about abortion or
other issues on which many evangel-

cals disagree with the president. In-

stead, they sought common ground and
talked about surviving *‘the rough and

tumble” of Washington as people of °
faith, said Thomas Getman, World .
Vision's director of government rela-

tons.

“It’s a matter of personal Christian
friendship,” Getman said. “The presi-
dent is a person, too. He needs people’s
best insight into how to grow as a
Christian person.”

To Getman, a seasoned mediator
between the sacaed and the secular,
there will always be some separation of
church and state.

But that does not sit comfortably
with Richard Cizk of the National
Assoqation of Evangelicals.

“You can’t divorce your spintual
life from the policy implications,” said
Cizk, who has attended a White House
meeting.

My advice to evangelical leaders,”
he said, is to "‘go with your policy
concerns to your meeting with the
president.”

He used his time with Clinton to
stress his belief in the need for expand-
ed AIDS testing. He has been disap-
pointed with the admunistration’s re-
sponse. < -

“I have no illusions about the value
of going to the White House.”

James Smith, a Washington repre-
sentative of the Southern Baptist Con-
vention, added, “My view of Bill
Clinton is that he doesn't do anything
that isn't political,”

Others are convinced that Clinton

really cares about what is said at the
meetings. ;
His speeches sometimes contain
small acknowledgments that refer to
the spuritual gatherings, ““a phrase or
word or expression peculiarly tuned to
that kind of group,” said Dunn of the
Baptist Joint Commuttee, which repre-
sents Baptist denomunations 1n Wash-
ngton.
“It shows he was listening.”
) K
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Ties with religious right politics
put Catholic social agenda at risk

The statement of mutual admira-
tion released last week by a group of
evangelical Protestant and Roman
Catholic leaders is about as warm
and fuzzy as it gets between these
two traditional antagonists.

Noble as the title may sound,
“Evangelicals and Catholics Together:
The Christian Mission in the Third
Millennium,” the document quickly
reveals itself as a dressed-up, political
working paper for the religious right.

On one level, it is an astounding
declaration, if for nothing more than
the signers: a smattering of conserva-
tive academics; a former Lutheran
minister turned Catholic priest; sev-
eral forceful Catholic neoconserva-
tives who have been blocked from
some halls of power since the Rea-
gan-Bush era ended; an ambitious
fundamentalist TV preacher; a for-
mer Watergate scalawag who has
risen to head a model prison pro-
gram; and the powerful cardinal
archbishop of New York. A wonderful
sign of unity in this Easter season.

In terms of sweet understanding,
the signers, carefully acknowledging
that they “cannot speak officially for
our communities,” recount the ongoing
differences between the two groups,
yet yearn — with grave resolve — to
live the prayer, “May they all be one.”

Any step in understanding, of
course, deserves applause. But don’t
go overboard here. These groups dis-
agree theologically as profoundly as
any two groups who manage to
squeeze under the same banner of
faith. Don't expect any amicable con-
versations soon between Cardinal
John O'Connor and the former Rev.
Pat Robertson on sacramental theolo-
gy or the Southern Baptist under-
standing of scriptural inerrancy.

Despite the protests of the drafters
of the statement, the real common
ground is found in the paper’s politi-
cal program and worldview.

At the top of the agenda, under-
standably, is the fight against abor-
tion, the issue that initially drew
Catholics and evangelicals together.
The list moves on to choice in educa-
tion and opposition to pornography.

Slowly, however, the thin edge of
groups like Robertson’s Christian

Coalition and the unfettered free-mar-
ket, every-man-for-himself theories of
Michael Novak and George Weigel
begin to cut through the religious win-
dow-dressing.

Watch out, entitlements. African-
Americans, Native Americans, forget
hundreds of years of repression. On
one line, the paper urges a “renewed
spirit of acceptance, understanding
and cooperation across lines of religion,
race, ethnicity, sex and class.” On the
next, it calls for a readjustment of pub-
lic attitudes and policy to end “bitter
conflicts of group grievances and
claims to entitlement.” Ail rights will
be “joined to duties” and rewards will
be meted out to people “according to
their character and competence.”

And it seems, lo, character and
competence will be judged by one’s per-
formance in “a vibrant market econo-
my,” another major point on the agen-
da. While admitting that a free society
“requires a careful balancing between
economics, politics and culture,” the
writers neatly get off the hook with the
observation that “Christianity is not
an ideology and, therefore, does not
prescribe precisely how that balance is
to be achieved in every circumstance.”

The group is bullish on Western
culture and thinks it has gotten a bad
rap. Some of the signers get particu-
larly grumpy on this score when
events like the 500th anniversary of
Columbus’ voyages unearths stinging
questions from Native Americans and
the indigenous throughout Latin
America. The group proclaimsin the
statement that “alone among world
cultures ... the West has cultivated an
attitude of self-criticism and of eager-
ness to learn from other cultures.”

Some might reasonably argue that
the West also has demonstrated a
singular ambition to dominate other
cultures and that its interest in
learning from other cultures is direct-
ly related to perceived benefits for its
free markets.

The section ends, predictably, with
a call for less government and
“renewed respect for the irreplaceable
role of mediating structures in society
— notably the family, churches and
myriad voluntary associations.”
Would former Watergate figure

Charles Colson resist government
efforts to reform prisons and expand
in-prison programs?

Even before any questions were
asked, the writers knew enough to
protest “the notion that this consti-
tutes a partisan 'religious agenda’ in
American politics. Rather, this is a set
of directions oriented to the common
good and discussable on the basis of
public reason.”

Fr. Richard John Neuhaus, the for-
mer Lutheran minister, and one of the
chief movers behind the statement,
intimated at a news conference that
the document was checked out by
“appropriate parties at the Holy See,
and they have given their strongest
encouragement.” He wouldn't reveal
any names. Are we to believe that
Neuhaus has become a kind of hierar-
chical entity all to himself with direct
lines to Rome? Impressive.

It is tempting, on the other end, to
dismiss the statement as the work of
disgruntled political programmers try-
ing to keep the cause alive in a hostile
Washington environment, but there is
more at stake, especially for Catholic
leaders.

O'Connor and Bishops Carlos Sevil-
la of San Francisco, Francis George of
Yakima, Wash., and Archbishop Fran-
cis Stafford of Denver, among the sign-
ers, might protest that this is not an
official church statement.

But O’Connor, especially, should
know the weight his name lends to any
document.

During the 1980s, Catholic leaders
expended untold moral and political
capital sidling up to the Reagan
administration for a promise of that
administration’s opposition to abor-
tion. The rest of the Catholic social
agenda languished. Virtually no other
public position taken by the bishops
received an official welcome during the
Reagan-Bush years.

By joining with forces that include
Pat Robertson and some of the more
extreme Catholic exponents of the dis-
credited Reagan agenda, Catholic lead-
ers again are in danger of selling off
the church’s moral authority at bar-
gain prices.

Join with evangelicals, if you must,
in the common cause of opposing abor-
tion. But there is no need to buy into a
narrow political agenda that has
already shown itself divisive, selfish
and elitist. @

Chilean Jesuit’s beatification may lead to more

Next October Pope John Paul I1 will
beatify Chilean Jesuit Fr. Alberto Hur-
tado, who died in 1952 at age 61. On
the 40th anniversary of his death, all
the political parties of Chile joined to
decree a “Day of National Solidarity.”

In 1952, media throughout the
nation followed his long illness. Short-
ly afterward, the Chilean bishops
requested his beatiflcation. Born in
Vifa del Mar in 1901, he joined the
Jesuits at 21 after a doctorate in law
from the Catholic University of Chile.

He studied philosophy and theology
in Spain, Ireland and Belgium, where
he had John Baptist Janssens, superi-
or general before Don PedroArrupe, as
his rector. He was ordained at Lou-
vain, Belgium, in 1933. Back home in
Chile, he wrote books on education and
the Catholic social order, built a

retreat house in a village that today
bears his name, and was national
chaplain of Catholic Action for Youth.

He started Hogar di Cristo —
Christ’s Home — for the multitude of
street kids in Santiago. In 1947 he
founded the Christian Union Associa-
tion “to promote a laborunion move-
ment inspired by the social teaching of
the church.” In 1951 he founded the
review Mensqaje, The Month, to pro-
mote all these causes. It survives to
this day and is his most abiding monu-
ment. He will be the first Jesuit editor
to be beatified.

The beatification date, Oct. 16, will
happen halfway through the synod on
religious life. The date also happens to
be the 16th anniversary of John Paul's
election in 1978.

One wonders what John Paul will

find to say about this Jesuit whose
magazine, 30 years after his death, led
the opposition to Gen. Augustin
Pinochet and was in the vanguard of
liberation theology in Chile.

The 34th Jesuit General Congrega-
tion is being planned. Among the
requests coming in from the provinces
— the famous postulata — are several
that ask for the beatification of Pedro
Arrupe, 28th general of the Jesuits,
who died in 1991.

In the past no one could be consid-
ered for beatification until dead for 50
years. It was changed to beatify
Blessed Josémaria Escrivé de Bala-
guer, founder of Opus Dei, who died in
1975.

It would be ironic yet fitting if
Escrivd's beatification opened the door
to Arrupe’s. B

Andrei Roublev's icon, “The Trinity*

Orthodox church tells
Moscow gallery, ‘Give
treasured icons back’

Among the treasures at the Treti-
akov Gallery in Moscow is the famous
icon “The Trinity,” the only unques-
tionably “genuine” work by Andrei
Roublev, the 15th century monk
regarded as the founding father of
Russian art, who was canonized by
the Orthodox church.

That church is now asking that the
icon be “returned,” along with another
masterpiece, the Vladimir “Mother of
God" by an anonymous 12thcentury
Byzantine artist. The two works were
removed from the Cathedral of the
Assumption, in the heart of the Krem-
lin, just after the 1917 revolution.
They have been hanging in the Treti-
akov since 1930.

The paintings are regarded as
relics by all Eastern Orthodox church-
es. Returning them to their pre-1917
places of honor and prayer is seen by
many in Russia as an important
righting of a wrong — and a return to
a deeper understanding and apprecia-
tion of the sacred in life.

Museum pieces or sacred objects?
Where the paintings end up may not
only say something about the exercise
of authority in the new Russia but
about emerging values in the post-
communist era.

The struggle pitting church
against state so far appears to favor
church. According to a recent report
in England's Guardian Weekly, Presi-
dent Boris Yeltsin signed a decree
last November stipulating that
although the two icons were the prop-
erty of the Russian Federation there
was no reason they should not be
hung in a place of worship.

The deputy culture minister dis-
agrees, claiming the church cannot
provide adequate protection for the
art pieces, which are said to be frag-
ile. State officials are considering a
compromise, asking if copies of the
museum pieces might do in the cathe-
dral.

The dispute has wider implications
as well. Its resolution will have a
bearing on the destiny of many art
objects taken by the Red Army in
Eastern Europe and placed in Rus-
sian museums after World War I1. Ar
“ownership” can be a confusing and
complicated matter. How it gets
worked out may send signals worth
watching. B

20 National Catholic Reporter
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