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If a legislator disagrees, the vote is considered not
only wrong but immoral. In this way, Congressman
Richard Kelly of Abscam infamy scored 100, while
evangelical, ‘“‘Mr. Ethics,” Congressman Paul Simon re-
ceived a zero. Voice wants to act ‘‘as a liaison between
Christians and conservatives in Congress, and Christian
leaders and pastors across the nation, guiding and
channeling their efforts each month to motivate their
constituences/congregations along the appropriate
course of action to affect target legislation.”

Senator Gordon Humphrey who is on the advisory
board of Christian Voice, in a letter to selected mem-
bers of Congress urging them to join Voice’s Congres-
sional Advisory Committee, stated, ‘I can think of noth-
ing more important than to organize millions of Ameri-
can Christians and provide a voice for them in our na-
tion’s capital. . .I am certain it will bring to the conser-
vative cause a successful and influential ally.”

Voice’s positions are clear and remarkably identical
to those of the American Conservative Union, from
which came their chief lobbyist and legislative director,
Gary Jarmin. Jarmin has been reported to be a South-
ern Baptist who spent six years working Capitol Hill for
the Reverend Sun Myung Moon and the Unification
Church. Christian Voice opposes abortion, gun control,
busing, gay rights, E.R. A, the Panama Canal treaties,
SALT II, cutting the military budget, recognizing the
People’s Republic of China, and the IRS attempt to
deny tax exemption and deductibility to private schools
which racially discriminate. It is for prayer in public
schools, cleaning up television, removing sanctions
from Rhodesia, appreciation for lan Smith, restoring di-
plomatic ties with Taiwan, and Christian schools. Those
positions indicate clearly how Robert Grant could say
that political liberalism is ‘‘inconsistent with Chris-
tianity.”’

Senator Orrin Hatch, who also serves on Voice's
Congressional Advisory Committee said recently that
he was not troubled that the lines between church and
state may be blurred by Christian Voice. Hatch also
admitted that there are similarities between Christian
Voice and the goals of Iran’s Ayatollah Khomeini in the
effort to establish a state based on religious principles.

Among those who serve on Voice's Congressional
Advisory Committee are Congressman George Hansen,
the frequent Iran visitor; Congressman Larry McDonald
of the John Birch Society; and Senator Jim McClure
who chairs the New Right’s Senate Steering Commit-
tee.

Among those on the policy committee are Reverend
Robert Billings, executive director of the National Chris-
tian Action Coalition and president of the Committee of
Survival of a Free Congress; Doris Enderle, president of
the Pro-Family Coalition; Hal Lindsay, author of Late
Great Planet Earth; and Jess Moody of the non-aligned
Van Nuys First Baptist Church. As fund raiser they
have the professional services of Jerry Hunsinger, who
numbers among his clients Jerry Falwell, whose active
donors list of some 2 million has been made accessible
to Hunsinger. It now appears that Hunsinger will also
be permitted to use Viguerie’s list of 4 million. Christian
Voice has endorsed Ronald Reagan and has spent
more than $80,000 in an independent campaign on
Reagan’s behalf
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Moral Majority

Moral Majority was formed in June, 1979, and in
August 1979 they opened an office in Washington and
registered as a non-profit, nonexempt lobbying organi-
zation. They have eight full-time workers in their Wash-
ington office and claim to have statewide organizations
in all 50 states. They report a membership of 400,000
of which 72,000 are pastors or preachers. The found-
ing figure is Jerry Falwell of the 17,000 member
Thomas Road Baptist Church in Lynchburg, Virginia.

Falwell has a weekly television program which is car-
ried on some 370 television stations, and his viewing
audience numbers in the millions. In thinking about the
size of his audience, Falwell began to see the signs of a
moral majority in America, who if properly mobilized
and organized, could have tremendous influence on the
direction and goals of the nation.

Robert Billings serves as executive director. Billings
has been the major lobbyist for Moral Majority until re-
cently when he became the religious liaison for the Re-
agan campaign.

In 1976 Billings unsuccessfully ran for Congress in
Indiana. With Paul Weyrich’s encouragement he
moved to Washington and hung out his shingle as a
consultant particularly championing the causes of inde-
pendent Christian schools. He developed expertise in
dealing with conservative members of Congress and
became clearly accepted in the circles of the emerging
New Right. He serves as treasurer for the Free Con-
gress Research and Education Foundation, whiah is led
by Weyrich.

Jerry Hunsinger, already mentioned as a fund raiser
for Christian Voice is involved with raising money for
Moral Majority as well. It is reported that contributions
for Moral Majority are averaging $400,000 per month.

Recently, Moral Majority has been involved helping
to draft S. 1808, The Family Protection Act, which has
been introduced by Senator Paul Laxalt, Reagan’s
campaign manager.

The scope of this bill is extensive. It includes titles on
education, welfare reform, religious liberty, taxation,
and domestic relations.

With the Family Protection Act, Moral Majority, is at-
tempting to legislate a whole slate of conservative con-
cerns under the rubric of family. Consequently, those in
other political camps who differ with Moral Majority’s
positions are automatically regarded as being anti-
family.

Moral Majority implicitly promotes the assumption
that pro-family means pro-New Right political philoso-
phy. This approach allows them to transfer the obvious
popular support for the value of the family to the not

‘as obvious support for their ultraconservative stance on

the issues.

What is missing is a defense for the implied causal
link between the family and their positions. For exam-
ple, one looks in vain for any explanation as to why
taking college students out of a food stamp program is
protecting the family or how state-sponsored prayer in
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Threat to Authentic Christianity

More important than the potential political ramifica-
tions is the threat this movement poses for authentic
Christianity at the point of enculturation. There has al-
ways been the danger of enculturating the Gospel in
such a way as to enshrine either the status quo or
some utopic, self-manufactured dream rather than- al-
lowing the Gospel to be the standard which continually
calls both the status quo and the utopic dreams into
question.

The prophets consistently tried to warn the people of
this danger. Jesus did the same thing, particularly with
the Pharisees, who were so sure their conservatism was
divinely ordained that they failed to see God’s prom-
ised Messiah. And that was a frequent note of Paul as
well. Remember his words to the Galatians, ‘‘I'm as-
tounded at the promptness with which you have turned
away from the one who called you and have decided
to follow a different version of the Good News”’ (Gala-
tians 1:6, Jerusalem Bible).

Any rendition of the Gospel that always comes down
on the same side of any given political philosophy—be
it far right, conservatism, moderatism, or liberalism—is
to be suspect of enculturation. When an enculturated
Gospel is used to further enshrine a particular cultural
model and political philosophy, the authentic Gospel is
doubly compromised. The difficulty of being able to
break through that enculturation cycle is greatly in-
creased. Fundamentalist Christianity is particularly vul-
nerable at this point by virtue of its disdain for the role
of critical thinking in matters of religion. Its spiritual
leaders are followed for their authority, which has
largely been established because of their so-called
“soundness” in terms of orthodoxy.

This kind of spiritual mindset is difficult enough to
deal with in ecclesiastical matters, but when it is
politicized, and particularly when it meets with some
degree of success, it becomes almost impregnable. The
scenario appears to be: a conservatively enculturated
Gospel is used as the platform for political involvement.
That involvement is welcomed and encouraged by con-
servative politicians and respected by the whole political
gamut because of the political fact of life that we are
experiencing a conservative swing in the national
psyche. That kind of door-opening reception then is
easily evaluated as God’s stamp of approval. The cycle
then becomes locked in and insultated.

So, in my opinion the religionized New Right is
worth our attention and time, for it does raise serious
questions at the point of both authentic Christianity and
authentic democracy. However, the group that merits
most of our attention is that much larger community
now opening up to political involvement—the conserva-
tive evangelical Christians—and specifically Southern
Baptists of like persuasion.

The New Religious Right is speaking up at a particu-
larly auspicious time. It is speaking to a group of whom
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many have an understanding of the Gospel which has
already been effected by political conservatism. They
are easily enamored by the New Religious Right be-
cause that movement adds the final authentication to
their leanings by sacralizing them as God’s designs for
the world. They can be conservative politicos and
Christian crusaders at the same time. That's an appeal-
ing, persuasive package to say the least, but one which
must be resisted. However, we must be careful to op-
pose only that which is inappropriate without writing off
the entire conservative, evangelical, political interest
movement or even everything about the New Religious
Right.

What Can We Do?

So, what are we to do in light of this current citizen-
ship challenge and opportunity?

We ought always to keep in mind the lesson fre-
quently taught in the Bible that a Gospel label attached
to something does not guarantee the presence of the
authentic Gospel. Paul warned the Galatian Christians
about those who would pervert the Gospel by using it
to authenticate their own cultural and religious tastes
(Galatians 1:6-12). Paul contrasts the ‘‘gospel’” which
originates with men, with the Gospel that is the gift of
God. He uses the strongest condemnatory language for
those who foster their own causes and biases under the
sacred aegis of Gospel. The true Gospel is intended to
serve as the standard by which all else is evaluatéd and
shaped. When it is drained of its content, robbed of its
function, and relegated to the realm of campaign sales
pitches, a travesty of the deepest Christian dimensions
takes place. That's why it is so important for Christian
citizens to resist the temptation of assuming that any
political philosophy is identical with the Gospel. What
they must be willing to do is evaluate each and every
issue and candidate in light of the Gospel.

For that kind of evaluation to be properly carried
out, a preliminary step is involved which tries to ensure
that one’s concept of the Gospel is not already colored
by one’s cultural predispositions. In other words, to
faithfully apply the Gospel, the first step is to search the
Bible with a minimum of presuppositions for the vision
of society toward which Christians are called to work.
Then on the basis of that fundamental look, the present
political options can best be evaluated and encoun-
tered. And that process must be repeated over and
over again with each new political possibility which
presents itself.

The fact remains that a lot of Christian people are
ready to apply the Gospel to the country through in-
volvement in the political process. If that involvement is
accomplished in ways appropriate to American citizen-
ship which recognizes religious liberty and the separa-
tion of church and state, and if it can be carried out in
light of the authentic Gospel rather than a ““politicized”
one, then these Christian citizens can effectively and
redemptively lead the way to a better future.
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