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The Culture Wars Are Not Over

The Institutionalization of the Christian Right

Editor’s Note

During the 2000 presidential campaign, the
Christian Right' leadership kept a markedly
low profile, leading many observers to conclude
that the movement was weak and that George
W, Bush had successfully placed it under the
discipline of the Republican Party. The Chris-
tian Right seemed united in its support for
Bushi campaign, yet seemed to demand no pub-
lic promise that he would support its policies
in return. When Bush was declared the win-
ner of the election and the vote was analyzed,
researchers could see that the Christian Right
vote had been crucial in electing Bush. When
Bush appointed Christian rightist John
Asheroft and Wisconsin Governor Tommy
Thompson, the ‘father of welfare reform, to
his Cabinet and established the White House
Office of Faith-Based and Community Ini-
Hatives, the quid pro quo was obvious. At that
point, it looked to observers as if the Christ-
ian Right were strong and flourishing within
the Bush Administration.

Weak and shaky or clever and victori-
ous—which view was the accurate one?
Frederick Clarkson walks us through the
paradoxes that now characterize the Chris-
tian Right, demonstrating that there is truth
in each view. Although before the election the
movement faced problems and challenges
that made it vulnerable to serious decline
should Al Gore win, in a George W. Bush
administration it enjoys the support it needs
to rebuild and reassert its authority as the
moral rudder and strategic ballast of the
GOR For the Christian Right, its public
silence and private voter mobilization in the
2000 election was a strategic investment that

will pay off with double-digir returns for

years to come.

by Frederick Clarkson

Introduction
alph Reed could not have predicted
hat the seat at the table of American
politics he sought for so many years as
Executive Director of the Christian Coali-
tion would become an endowed chair. In
the early 1990’ the Christian Right, epit-
omized by the Christian Coalition, was
ambitious but not quite fully legitimate. In
this sense the nomination and confirmation
of former Senator John Ashcroft as Atror-
ney General, and the Bush administra-
tion’s creation of a White House Office of
Faith-Based and Community Inidatives is
a measure of their success.

Several main trends are evident in the
current fortunes of the Christian Right.
First, the major instirurions of the Christ-
ian Right, once bastions of fire and brim-
stone rhetoricand a transcendent vision of
the once and future Christian Nation, have
become practitioners of political compro-
mise and coalition building. This is espe-
cially true in the case of national electoral
politics. Second, the Christian Right has
been largely incorporated into the Repub-
lican Party apparatus. Finally, and perhaps
most important, the Christian Right is
now largely institutionalized throughout
society. The movement has come along way
in a short time. This is not to say thar one
of the most dynamic social/political move-
menrs of the lacrer parc of the 20 century

THE PUBLIC EYE n SPRING 2001

has necessarily lost its energy and edginess.
Nor is it withour fractures and schisms.
In many respects it is still growing and
finding new and distinctive forms and
expressions. But the quiet institutionaliza-
tion of the Christian Right is a far more
dramatic, if less visible trend than any
single clash in the culture war.

Persistent Success
Conservative evangelicalism spent much
of the 20% century on the political side-
lines and at the margins of religious
respectability. Now the movement and its
political expression, the Christian Right, is
contending for power within the main-
stream of American culture and polirical life,
and a generation has come of age that has
no memory of what life was like before
there was a Christian Right. Over the past
25 years, the Christian Right has marured,
built durable institutions, and demonstrated
both staying power and capacity for growth.
It has also generated a large class of Christ-
ian Right professionals who serve as man-
agers, public policy strategists, lobbyists, and
campaign managers, among other move-
ment jobs. The Christian Right has nurtured
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From the President

he fiasco of the recent Florida vote count, including the disturbing role played

by the Supreme Courr, inspired resistance from liberals and progressives and
breathed new life into organizing efforts. But, as the new Bush Administration
moves into office and hits its stride, its actions illustrate the enormous powers of the
President, especially when his party dominates Congress. We are beginning to see,
in concrete actions, just how right-wing Bush’s agenda is. The appointment of John
Ashcroft as Arrorney General was just the first shot of this Administration’s goal to
complete the “Reagan revolution.”

All who oppose the Right face a daunting challenge. Blocking a strike at
Northwest Airlines, repealing the Clinton Administration’s ergonomic workplace
safety regulations, reversing course on carbon dioxide emissions, threatening the
American Bar Association’s long-standing role in judicial appointments, appointing
numerous right-wing activists to executive branch offices—these are direction-ser-
ring actions that reveal the hypocrisy of Bush’s campaign slogans of “unity”
and “diversity.”

At PRA we have been analyzing the election results not only ro determine
who voted for whom, but what this Republican victory means for the future of the
U.S. Right wing. Fred Clarkson’s article “The Culture Wars Are Not Over” speaks
directly to the question of the future of the Right, especially the Christian Right.
The Bush “victory” has improved the prospects of the Christian Right immeasur-
ably. Clarkson helps us understand the Christian Right’s weaknesses, as well as
its strengths, as it now serves as the unofficial organizing arm of the Bush GOP.

Here in the office, as we hunker down for four years of Republican political
hegemony, we have a new asset in our roolkit. Chip Berlet and Matthew Lyons’
new book Right Wing Populism in America reviews the history and origins of right-
wing populism and explains how two basic forms of populism—repressive populist
movements and right-wing populist movements—feed the Right's authoritarian
vision and drive its strategies.

We invite you to spread both this Public Eye and word of PRA’s work through-
out your political and social circles. Together we will build on the anger created by
the political grab of the recent election and continue to expose and oppose the
Right’s softer face and growing power.

-3

Jean Hardisty

Editorial Nate: We apologize for omitting Jennifer
Butlers name from the byline in the previous issue
of The Public Eye. Butter is the author of “Faith and
Family; Christian Right Advocacy at the United
Nations;” The Public Eye, vol. 9,n0. 2/3,
Summer./Fall 2000.
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politicians who have been elected 1o office
atall levels of government, especially at the
state level. These politicians in turn have
groomed a stable of specialists in policy
and administration.! Once largely taken
for granted by GOP leaders, the Christian
Righr now controls the party apparatus in
a number of states—including George
Bush's home state of Texas—and routinely
vies for control in others. Its leaders are rarely
labeled as “extremist” anymore in main-
stream discourse. The Christian Right
is now able to expect and compel the
appointment of key leaders to major
governmental posts.

Further evidence of the Christian Right’s
success is the prominence in the Bush
Administration’s social policy of the theme
of “compassionate conservatism,” a slogan
that embodies Bush’s ostensible commit-
ment to conservative Christianity. This
notion, generally credited to Christian
Right theorist Marvin Olasky, represents a
shift in conservative doctrine. Secular right-
ists have supported defunding of social
programs—a laissez faire approach to
social problems in which the free market is
seen as the key to meeting social needs.
Reflecting the growing influence and clout
of the Christian Right, the Bush Adminis-
tration’s “compassionate conservatism”
directly acknowledges and supports the
role of “faith-based” organizations in pro-
viding government services, directing gov-
ernment funds to these organizations.?

As Governor of Texas, Bush had an
alliance, albeit a sometimes-uneasy one,
with the Christian Right. For example, on
the Texas State Board of Education in the
late 1990s, Bush-allied Republicans coa-
lesced with Democrats on most issues,
while the Christian Right funcrioned as
the de facto opposition party. Beginning in
1994, Christian Right candidates, largely
bankrolled by business advocates of school
privatization schemes, mounred primary
challenges to more moderate Republicans
inan ultimately unsuccessful efforr ro gain
control of the state board.? While Bush won
his races for governor with the support of
the Christian Right, he did not atrend the
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Christian Right-dominated 2000 Texas
GOP convention. Bush did extend an olive
branch, among other things, by backing
state charters for religious schools and by
establishing the first-ever state-sponsored
Christian prison ministry in a Texas prison.

Paradoxes on the

Christian Right

Ai recently as the fall of 2000, some
ommentators were still predicting

or declaring the demise of the Christian

Right—as usual with any and every dip and

downrurn in the fortunes of the movement

... the quiet
institutionalization of
the Christian Right is a far
more dramatic, if less visible
trend than any single clash

in the culture war.

or its constituent parts. But the pundits
notwithstanding, the movement has
consolidated, stabilized, and is prepared
to wage fresh battles. “Not only are the cul-
ture wars not over, and notonly have we not
lost,” declared Florida televangelist D. James
Kennedy in 1998, “but the fact is we are
winning!™

Financial data provided by most of the
major organizations of the Christian Right
to the Evangelical Council on Financial
Accountability (posted on irs web site
http://www.ecfa.org/} provide a snapshot
of the scale and stability of the movement.
In most cases organizational income rises
steadily over the three years listed. A sam-
pling of rounded income figures for 1999,
the last year for which there is data posted,
shows: Concerned Women for America,
$12 million; Family Research Council,
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$14 million; American Family
Association, $15 million; Promise Keepers,
$51 million; Regent University, $52 million;
Focus on the Family $121 million; Pat
Robertson’s Christian Broadcasting Net-
work, $196 million; Campus Crusade for
Christ, $360 million. The combined
income of D. James Kennedy's Coral Ridge
Ministries, and his television and radio
operation totaled $66 million. Interest-
ingly, ih 2000, AOL founder Steve and
his wife Jean Case, donated $8.35 million
to Jean Case’s alma mater, Westminster
Academy, a parochial school adjunct of
Coral Ridge Ministries.’ Of course, notall
of these organizations spend all or even most
of their resources on political action per se,
but each is an integral component of a still
larger conservative Christian culture from
which the Christian Right political
movement is sustained and refreshed.

Running counter to this trend, the
Christian Coalition has been faced with a
steady turnover in senior staff and a dra-
matic drop in its budget from a high of
abour $25 million in the mid-1990% to
about half that in 2000, among other signs
of disarray. At the same time, it has sus-
tained a significant and high profile niche
in public consciousness. Similarly, Promise
Keepers (PK), which at its peak filled
dozens of football stadia in spectacular
expressions of the new conservative Chris-
tian culrure, has endured scandals, largely
saturared its market, and declined in pop-
ularity and budget, but nevertheless sustains
a $50 million a year budget while staging
smaller scale events. After distributing tens
of millions of books, literature, videos,
music CDs and other paraphernalia, PK
remains a powerful vehicle of conservative
Christian cultural influence.

Additional paradoxes confound simple
conclusions abour the state of the Christ-
ian Right. First, in 2000 the Christian
Right substantially subsumed itself to the
electoral fortunes of George W. Bush (his
sketchy record on the litmus test issues of
the Christian Right not withstanding) as
their best hope of ending the Clinton/Gore
era. In the wake of this pragmatic decision,



some Christian rightists are becoming
radicalized. Second, the founding genera-
tion of the Christian Right is aging, and the
turnover at the top of the leading organi-
zarions of the movement suggests potential
instability among leading Christian Right
institutions. And finally, major changes in
the ideology and composirion of the lead-
ership of the Catholic Church will undoubr-
edly lead to an imporeant shife in the
direction and impact of faith-based polit-
ical activism. The rise of conservative
Carholicism may profoundly, if slowly,
alter the dynamics of the contemporary
Christian Right, resulting in an era of
increasing political aggressiveness in elec-
toral politics on the part of church-backed
rightist initiatives, particularly on the issue
of abortion.

Christian Right leaders, followers and
even organizations have come and gone as
the movement has evolved, but ics reli-
gious and public policy agenda remains
essentially unchanged. Pat Robertson, still
the most visible and vocal Chriscan Right
leader, declared during the 2000 election
campaign “I want to see a future where a reli-
gious public servant occupies the White
House and fills federal positions of power
with men and women committed to godly
principles.” Such a government would at
minimum seek to roll back liberal gains
in such things as, reproductive rights and
gay and lesbian civil rights, and lower, if not
smash, the wall of separation between
church and state. The debates among the
factions of the Christian Right are more over

means than ends.

The Christian Coalition

o discussion of the Christian Right is

complete without the Christian Coali-
tion, which has so dominated media cov-
erage of the Christian Right—thanks in part
to the relegenic qualities of its executive direc-
tor from 1989 until 1997, Ralph Reed.
The Coalition opened the 1990’ as the
archerypal Christian Right organization,
becoming a convenient baromerter when
journalists and others needed a reading and
aforecast on the condition of the movement.
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However, coverage of the Christian Coali-
tion to the exclusion of other major orga-
nizadons has distorted the picrure of the
wider movement. Though significant, the
Christian Coalition has never provided an
accurate reading of the condition of the
movement as a whole. Earlier, a narrow
focus on the Moral Majority by interest
groups and the media provided comparable

Pat Robertson...declared
during the 2000 election
campaign “I want to see
a future where a religious
public servant occupies
the White House and fills
federal positions of power
with men and women
committed to godly

principles.”

distortions. The Moral Majority and the
Christian Coalition were the leading, but far
from the only, Christian Right poliical
organizarions of their eras. Popular and
expert understandings (and sometimes mis-
understandings) of these organizations have
sometimes been too casually substitured
for those of the Christian Right movement
as a whole. For example, just prior to the
2000 elections, some prominent commen-
tators pronounced the Religious Right dead
asa “social movemnent,” and blamed it on the
decline of the Christian Coalition.”

When Reed resigned as the high-profile
executive director in 1997, the Coalition’s
decline in membership, resources, and
influence were well-established trends. His
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legacy included several private lawsuitsand
federal investigarions into the financesand
tax status of the organization.* Nevertheless,
many journalists were quick to ascribe the
Coalirion’s problems to Reed’s departure
rather than to his tenure. There is further
mythology about Reed that distorts the his-
tory and therefore the presentand future of
the Christian Right. Reed is often credited
with inventing stealth tactics and vorer
guides, but he invenred neither.’ The
mechanics of conservarive movement elec-
toral politics had been honed over several
decades and had reached marurity ata time
when another long-term trend had come to
fruition—the raising of political con-
sciousness and the articulation of a theo-
logical justification for the political
engagement of evangelicals who had been
largely on the political sidelines since the
Scopes trial.

Still the Reed-led Christian Coalition
developed a mastery of computer-generared,
church-based voter lists to carry our effec-
tive voter ID campaigns.” During the
1990s the now-famous half-page voter
guides that were distributed cthrough
selected churches complemented this cam-
paign. The strength of the voter guides lay
in their uniformity of design and economies
of scale for centralized production and dis-
tribution, as well as an effective use of the
media to enhance their impact. But the real
secrer of the Christian Right’s success has
been the forging ofa disciplined voting bloc
that fields and backs candidates through the
GOP primaries and the general elections,
and capitalizes on the long-term decline in
American voter participation by maximiz-
ing voter participation among Christian
conservatives. Voter guides were an impor-
tant factor contributing to this discipline.

However, recent attendance at the Coali-
tion’s annual Road to Vicrory conferences
has dropped dramatically; and its budget has
reportedly halved from a high of about
$25 million in the mid 1990s." In 1992 and
1996, GOP Presidential candidates invari-
ably attended the conference, but in 2000
it took pressure from Pat Roberson on his
700 Club before George W. Bush sent



Lynn Cheney, the wife of his vice presi-
dential candidare, and a video of his personal
greetings. Bush had already ducked a
Republican candidate forum organized by
the national Christian Coalition in New
Hampshire in February 1999. Interest-
ingly, the Coalition excluded Christian
Right third party candidates Pat Buchanan
and Howard Phillips from its 2000 Road
to Victory conference. ' Part of the strategy
of the Bush campaign appeared to be to keep
the Christian Right acarms length in pub-
lic, even though the movement was fairly
uniformly supporting the GOP ticker.
Apparently Bush campaign strategists cal-
culared thar the appearance of a close rela-
tionship berween Bush and the Christian
Righrwould be a liability for Bush’s candi-
dacy. Such an assumprion is a measure of
the shaky standing of the Christian Righe
in U.S. public opinion.

Meanwhile, the effectiveness of the
Christian Coalidon’s voter guides has dimin-
ished, in part because of a drop in activist
participation. The effectiveness of the guides
was also diminished by publicity about the
unfair pro-GOP slant of the voter guides
and efforts of Americans United for Sepa-
ration of Church and State to warn churches
that they may jeopardize their non-profit
tax exempt status by engaging in partisan
electoral activiries." During the 2000 cam-
paign, the Coalition was compelled to
withdraw the distribution of the Nebraska
guides, when it was revealed thar they com-
pletely misrepresented the positions of
leading Democrats on several key issues.
Other Christian Right groups, aligned with
the Republican Party but operating in the
shadow of the Christian Coalition, routinely
issue similarly constructed and slanted
voter guides. These include the Traditional
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Values Coalition, D. James Kennedy's Cen-
ter for Reclaiming America, and the
National Right to Life Commirree. The lar-
ter received $250,000 from the Republican
Congressional Campaign Commirree in
October 1999.1

Additionally, many of the 35 state-level
“family policy councils” affiliated with
Focus on the Family also issue voter guides.
In some states these organizations have
been more politically significant than the
Christian Coalirion. The network of fam-
ily policy councils has grown in size,
resources and experience since 1989, when
the network was first formed. Indeed, vet-
eran GOP political operatives staff many
family policy councils."* Focus on the Fam-
ily itselfjoined the National Day of Prayer
Taskforce headed by Shirley (Mrs. James)
Dobson in urging churches to make the
Sunday before the Tuesday election in

Bapratad with the hind pesmessian ol Ihé silEs.



2000 a day of prayer about the elections, and
to disseminare church bulletin inserts chat
stressed the obligation of Christians to
vote. Other Christian Right groups that
were particularly active in the 2000 elections
include Gary Bauer’s PAC called the Cam-
paign for Working Families, Eagle Forum
and the Pearland, Texas-based Vision
America headed by Rev. Rick Scarborough.

To Bolt or Notto Bolt? A
Perennial Question for Purists

s many of the major organizations of

e Chiistian Right have solidified

their position within the GOP, they have

learned habits of compro-

mise and polirical pragma-
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Grant and Gary Jarmin of Christian Voice,
and an earlier Pat Robertson, before he
became a go-with-the-winner GOP loyal-
ist.* In 1998, when Dobson addressed the
annual meeting of the secretive Council for
National Policy, he stated that if the GOP
abandoned or warered down its antiabor-
tion position, he would leave the Party and
take as many with him as possible."”

In the 2000 GOP primaries, the Chris-
tian Right vote was still deeply divided
among Dan Quayle, Gary Bauer, Steve
Forbes, Pat Buchanan, and Alan Keyes.
Not one of these was able to match the vore-
getting capacity of conventional politicians

ment conservatives to his cabinet. Blackwell
said, “He is keeping that promise” and that
“John Ashcroft is an example of thar.”"
The Christian Right's rally to Bush
throws into sharp relief the divisions within
the movement, not only among candidates
but also among parties. Pat Buchanan,
after failing to break out of the pack in the
GOP primaries, bolted the party and seized
the presidendal nomination of the weak and
disorganized Reform Party. Buchanan’s
strident “culture wars” style and views were
opposed by an eclectic group aligned with
party founder Ross Perot, who generally
supported libercarian John Hagelin. Hagelin
was also the candidate of the
Natural Law Party, domi-

tism. The more purist
Christian Right factions
have become increasingly
marginalized. Though it was

the most radical and purist

As many of the major organizations of the

Christian Right have solidified their position

nated by devotees of Mahar-
ishi Mahesh Yogi the leader
of Transcendental Medita-
tion or TM. In the wake of

these odd developments,

leaders and organizations within the GOP, they have learned habits of some longtime Reform Party
that were largely responsible . L. . leaders endorsed Green Party
forthegrowthofthe Chris- ~ compromise and POllthﬂl pragmatism. The candidate Ralph Nader
tian Right, often they are . L. . . whose anticorporate, clean
now spun off to the margins. more purist Christian nght factions have elections, and good govern-

In the 1996 presidential ment messages resonared

primaries, the Christian
Right in the GOP was
divided between Par
Buchanan and Bob Dole.
While the Christian Coali-
tion backed Bob Dole, four
top Christian right leaders
co-chaired the Buchanan
campaign: Phyllis Schlafly
of the Eagle Forum, Don

become increasingly marginalized. Though it
was the most radical and purist leaders and
organizations that were largely responsible

for the growth of the Christian Right, often

they are now spun off to the margins.

with many Perot vorers.
Buchanan spent most of
the Reform Party’s $12.5 mil-
lion in federal matching cam-
paign funds advertising on
conservative Christian radio
stations, in hopes of atcract-
ing vorers who found the
GOP ticker’s public stands on

abortion, civil unions, and

Wildmon of the American

Family Association, Michael

Farris of the Home School Legal Defense
Associarion, and Larry Pratt of Gun Own-
ers of America.

James Dobson of Focus on the Family,
unhappy with Dole’s prolife credentials,
threatened to bolt the GOP and take his fol-
lowers with him. He didn’t, but said later
that he personally voted for far-right can-
didate Howard Phillips. Dobson periodi-
cally threatens to bolt the GOP, and in this
role follows in the footsteps of Robert

like George W. Bush (who had Ralph Reed
as a campaign consultant) and Senator John
McCain, and Bush ultimately won the votes
of conservative Christians who opted for
someone who seemed both acceptable and
able to win the election. Interestingly, after
the election, Morton Blackwell told U.S.
News and World Report char in the fall of
1999, a group of conservarive leaders met
with then-candidate Bush seeking a promise
that if elected, he would appoint move-
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immigration too mushy. But
the vast majority of Christian
Right voters seemed more determined to
end the Clinton/Gore era than to quibble
abour the conservative and prolife bona
fides of George W. Bush. Buchanan and
fellow Christian rightist Howard Phillips,
the presidential candidarte of the Consti-
tution Parry, (formerly the U.S Taxpayers
Party) received only abour one percenrt of
the vote.
The Constitution Party, which was on
the ballot in 41 states in 2000, draws a



fiercely loyal but tiny constituency of
Christian Patriots, Christian Reconstruc-
tionists, home schoolers, and militant anti-
abortion activists." Over three presidential
election cycles, it has been unable to attract
candidates of national standing. The party
unsuccessfully wooed Pat Buchanan in
1992 and 1996. In 2000, U.S. Sen. Bob
Smith (R-NH) briefly bolted the GOP
and sought the party’s nomination before
returning to the GOP fold. Party founder
Howard Phillips ran as the party-building
standard bearer in each race, speaking
mostly to small groups and home-school-
ing conventions and drawing little media
attention. After the 2000 vote, party chair-
man James Clymer of Pennsylvania wrote
that he believed thar “for every vote that
Howard Phillips received in this election
there are many cimes thar number of peo-
ple who support our efforts, yet could not
bring themselves to vote for our candidate
due to fear of Al Gore.™®

In 2000 others in the Chiristian Righralso
were unwilling to sublimate purity of prin-
ciple to pragmatism. During the campaign,
Judy Brown of the American Life League
declared “George W. Bush is NOT pro-life!”
and denounced the Christian Coalirion,
National Right to Life Committee, and the
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Republicans for Life PAC for supporring
Bush.* Syndicated conservative columnist
Kathleen Parker argued simply “abortion is
here to stay—even if the Republicans rake
the White House.” She predicted that

saying he would not make aborrion a litmus
test for Supreme Court candidates. The
“debare” abour abortion, Parker concluded,
“is over.”® While the “debate” shows no

signs of such a conclusion, Brown and

Blackwell told U.S News and World Reporr that

in the fall of 1999, a group of conservative leaders

met with then-candidate Bush seeking a promise

that if elected, he would appoint movement

conservatives to his cabinet. Blackwell said,

“He is keeping that promise” and that

“John Ashcroft is an example of that.”

RU-486, the “abortion pill,” would make
abortion more widely accessible and more
palatable policically, and also would reduce
the gruesome photo-driven politics of anti-
abortion milirancy. She noted that Bush
de-emphasized the issue in the campaign,

Reprinlod with tha kmd pesmisssin of the st
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Parker may be correct that, given Bush’s
mixed record on abortion, it is conceivable
that he might appoint moderate justices in
the mold of Justice David Souter, despite
his declared admiration of the reactionary
Justice Clarence Thomas. Early in the Bush
administration, there are contradictory
messages abour abortion; just as the GOP
itself remains 2 house divided on the issue.
For example, while Attorney General John
Ashcroft is fiercely antiabortion, he claimed
in his confirmation hearings that he would
make no effort to overturn Roe ». Wade and
would enforce the Federal Entrance to
Clinics Act (FACE).

Factional squabbling surfaced early in the
life of the Bush administration. The Repub-
lican National Coalition for Life denounced
Bush’s first ten major appointments, declar-
ing thar “with just one exception” Bush
senior advisors and cabinet nominations
were “either publicly supportive of a
mother’s right to kill her unborn baby or
[that] we have found no evidence thar they
are in any way pro life.”* Although this was
before the nominarion of John Ashcroft for
Atrorney General and Tommy Thompson



for Health & Human Services, it under-
scores the nature of the GOP as a necessarily
uneasy coalition. Similarly, Pat Robertson
and other Christian right leaders expressed
outrage and opposition to federal funding
of some religious groups of which they did
not approve, such as the Church of Scien-
tology, the Hare Krishna’s, and the Nation
of Islam, and concern that enforcement of
federal civil right laws would be tied ro
receipr of federal funds.*

Divergent positions on aborrion
within the Christian Right demon-
strate that, even as the centripetal
force of the center in current U.S.
politics pulls the vast majority of the
Christian Right toward compromise,
iralso causes others to spin off into rad-
icalized formations.

The militant wing of the antiabor-
tion movement is retrenching and
threatening more profound assaults on
access to abortion through the ongo-
ing harassment of abortion providers,
from picketing and obstruction to
lawsuits, death threars and strategic
assassination. Increasingly, advocates
of violence are publicly presenting
themselves as the underground “Army
of God,” self-described members of
which have committed numerous
violent crimes against aborrion
providers.® While some of this public pos-
turing is psychological warfare, it operates
in tandem with the reality of the 20-year
war of atrricion waged by the violent
antiaborrion underground. Indeed, in the
first two weeks of 2001, shots were fired
through the windows of a Planned Parent-
hood clinic in Kansas, and an attempted
arson occurred at a Planned Parenthood
clinicin Michigan. During the 1990s, even
as federal law enforcement increased their
protection of abortion providers from
harassment and physical violence, the war
of attrition keprt pace.

James Kopp and Eric Rudolph, two
men who have been indicted for antiabor-
tion related murders, were on the FBI's Most
Wanted list. Kopp was arrested on March
29% in Paris for the alleged killing of Dr.
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Barnett Slepian, an abortion provider, near
Buffalo, NY on October 23, 1998. A day
prior to the arrest “the federal court of
appeals in San Francisco ruled chat a Web
site and ‘wanred’ posters calling abortion
doctors ‘baby bucchers’. . . are protected by
the First Amendment guaranteeing free
speech. The Web site, the Nuremburg Files,
which rargered Dr. Barnert Slepian, did not
constirute a specific threar, the justices
said.... The docror’s name was crossed out

Reaction to the growing and
multifaceted acceptance of

homosexuality in US society

continues to be an animating
feature of Christian Right

activism. Like abortion,

homosexuality is a permanent,

defining issue for the movement.

on the Nuremburg Files Web site shortly
after the murder.”* The decade old cross-
fertilization between militant antiabortion
activism, the militia movementand Chris-
tian Patriotism in the 19905 continues into
the new century. For example, longrime
Operation Rescue militants Joe Foreman
and Bruce Murch have founded a com-
munity near Roanoke, Virginia that engages
in paramilitary training.® In Idaho, a mili-
tia group has emerged, that makes abortion
ahigh priority and featuring a fairly sophis-
ticated website.? This group, the Freedom
Fighter Militia, is typical of a new styleand
network of militia groups that seem to
hybridize the contemporary Christian Right
and the old scyle Christian Patriots. The
Roanoke-based Virginia Citizens Militia
encapsulated this confluence when it
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declared: “We believe in conservative Judeo-
Christian values and constitutional rights!!
We know that abortion and homosexual-
ity are the grearest moral evils of our day!
All men should be like ‘Promise Keepers'
because a strong Christian family equals a
strong Virginia.” They also claim to be
open to anyone regardless of race, gender,
or religious orientation.®

Baftling It Out in the States
For three decades the Christian con-
servative movement has seen its
work at the local level as its greatest
strength. Wedge issues such as abortion
and gay rights animare political conflict
at the state and local level more pow-
erfully than they do at the federal level,
in part because such issues also res-
onare locally because it is easier to
mobilize militant activism on issues
that are closer to home than on more
abstrace and remote federal policies.
Also, the pockets of strength of the
Christian Right tend to be regional
and local. Further, issues are increasingly
resolved state by state in the ongoing
devolution of federal policy to the
states—the result of the “Reagan revo-
lution” and Republican appointments
to the Supreme Court. This local focus
has played out over many years as the
movement has recruited members, built
institutions, and gained political experi-
ence.” In one notable local victory in the
2000 elecrions, Judge Roy Moore, best
known for hand carving a wood plaque of
the Ten Commandments and defiantly
hanging it in his Erowah County, Alabama
courtroom, was elected Chief Justice of the
Alabama Supreme Courr.*

Even as a divisive, “culture war” polid-
cal style characterizes much of the Christ-
ian Right’s local-level organizing, one
important feature of the maturation of the
Christian Right s the effort to put a friend-
lier face on some of the most retrograde of
conservative positions on such matters as
race, gender, the environment, and the
condition of the poor. The movement has
shifted in order ro counter the image of con-



servarives as lacking moral credibility, com-
mon decency and common sense on a
range of issues, George W. Bush’s presi-
dential campaign grouped these issues
under the rubric of “compassionate con-
servatism” and, during the campaign, heav-
ily promoted the message of moderation
implied by that title. In addition to abor-
tion, four other issues have been funda-
mental for the Christian Right at the state
level in the past several years. In each case,
the Christian Right has moderated its
rhetoric and adopted a friendlier face in
promoting its agenda.

Homosexuality

eaction to the growing and multifaceted
cceptance of homosexuality in U.S.
society continues to be an animating fearure
of Christian Right activism. Likeabortion,
homosexuality is a permanent, defining
issue for the movement. In the 2000 elec-
tions, several antigay referenda were put to
the voters. In Vermont, punishing legisla-
tors who had voted to pass a bill allowing
civil unions for gay men and lesbians was
pivotal in many races for the state legislature.
This antigay campaign went by the coded,
nativist-style slogan “Take back Vermont.”
Also in Vermont, out of state Christian
Right interests supported an antiunion
backlash, and succeeded in defeating sev-
eral prounion incumbent Republicans in
the Republican primaries. In the general
election, several prounion Democrats lost
toantiunion Republicans. The result was that
Republicans—the majority of whom are
andunion—took control of the Vermont
House of Representatives from the Democracs.
In Oregon, an antigay iniriarive that
would have prohibited positive discussion
of homosexuality in public schools was
narrowly defeated, while iniriatives in
Nevada and Nebraska banning gay marriage
and civil unions passed. An initiative in
Maine that would have banned discrimi-
nation on the basis of sexual orientation in
employment, housing and public accom-

modations, narrowly failed.
One notable aspect in these campaigns
is a shift away from the sharp, homopho-
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bic rhetoric so characteristic of Christian
Right leaders in the past. Perhaps weary of
being described as hate mongers and as
responsible for creating a cultural climate
thar fosters violence and hate crimes or
simply acting strategically in response to the
public’s increasing tolerance, even some
radical Christian Right leaders, notably
John Whitehead of the Rutherford Insti-
tute,” have backed away from strident anti-
gay rhetoric. There is, however, no evidence

The Christian Right
has campaigned
for home schooling,
religious charter schools
and vouchers for
religious schools for the
past two decades.
The Christian Right
advanced this agenda
at state, local and
national levels in the

2000 elections.

of any significant change in their underly-
ing views. Similarly, the emergence of “ex-
gay” ministries such as Exodus International
have sought to pura friendlier face on reli-
gious opposition to homosexuality and gay
civil rights. These groups promote sup-
posedly curative therapies, which actually
involve litdde more than efforts to convert
people to evangelical Christianity.
Recently, this approach has further
evolved in the form of a broader “love the
sinner” antigay politics, expounded by Rev.
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John Rankin, a graduate of Harvard Divin-
ity School, and professional debater, who
heads the one-man Theological Education
Institute in Harrford, Connecricut. In che
Fall of 2000, Rankin keynoted an area con-
ference on “A Biblical View of Sexuality”
in Northampton, Massachuserts. The event
was organized, according to Rankin, in
response to “a growing number of evangeli-
cal women [who] claimed that lesbianism
is affirmed by God.” Northampton, he
explained, “is the location of Smith College,
the nation’s premier women'’s college where
lesbianism is as strong as anywhere....””
Rankin emphasized cthar homosexuals
should not be hared, buc piried and shown
the gospel. He claimed that homosexuals
tend to be victims of child sexual abuse.%

The seemingly obscure Rankin has
debated approximately 50 leading liberals,
usually before liberal audiences on college
campuses. “I do my forums in the presence
of the country’s best skeprics,” he declared,
“and my goal, much ofit, is to defang the
opposition, so people can hear the gospel.””
Among those he debated in 2000 through
the vehicle of his so-called Mars Hill
Forums, were Patricia Ireland, president of
the National Organization for Women,
Debra Hafner, former executive director of
Sexuality, Education and Information
Council of the United States (SEICUS)
Frances Kissling, president of Catholics
for Free Choice, and Rev. John Buehrens,
president of the Unitarian Universalist
Associarion.

Education

he Christian Right has campaigned

for home schooling, religious charrer
schools and vouchers for religious schools
for the past two decades. The Chrisrian
Rightadvanced thisagenda at state, local and
national levels in the 2000 elections. On the
Kansas Srate Board of Education, a seesaw
contest for control has pitted Christian
rightists against moderates. When under the
control of Christian righists, the Board
caused a national controversy when it
removed evolurion from standardized tests
in 1999. The rightists lost their majority to



Democrats and GOP moderates in 2000.
The new majority has revised the standards
to reincorporate evolution.”® That this
battle had to be fought at all demonstrates
the continuing strength of the Christian
Right. A few years ago, the focus of the
curriculum culture wars was over control of
individual, local school boards. Now many
education struggles are waged at the state
level as well—Texas and Kansas are the
most famous examples.

Despite Christian Righr strength ar
the state level, two major referenda in
California and Michigan that would
have provided state-funded public
school vouchers for any private school,
including religious schools, were both
defeared by margins of more than 2-1.
The Roman Catholic Church and the
Christian Right backed both referenda,
and organizers promise to try again.
Also in 2000, the Florida legislature
passed, and Gov. Jeb Bush signed, a bill
that would have provided state-funded
vouchers for private schools, including
religious schools. The bill has been ruled

unconstitutional by  state judge.

Race
W’lthin conservative evangelical-
ism, the cutting edge approach to
race today is the theme of “racial recon-
ciliation.” Ralph Reed seized on this
approach when he was executive director of
the Christian Coalition, which also later
became a hallmark of the Promise Keepers
(PK), which says it seeks to eliminare race
as a “barrier” to Christian brotherhood.
Racial reconciliarion has been criricized as
a superficial analysis of racism, rooted in both
religiousand gender supremacy and used to
deflect historic and contemporary injustices
to African Americans and Native Americans,
among others.”” Dr. Loretta Williams, Lec-
turer, the Boston University School of Social
Work, told a conference at Hampshire Col-
lege in 1997 thar the Promise Keepers are
treating men of color as “trophy friends”.
“People of color are there [at PK rallies} to
be hugged” she said, “to be there for the white
male who is afraid of being labeled racist.
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The black male is there to serve, once again.”
While people are talking abour race, she
observed, “Theyare not talking about racial
justice.™®

One aspect of racial reconciliation
involves public ceremonies featuring peo-
ple of different races mutually asking for for-
giveness for pastand present transgressions.
These requests for forgiveness, which can
be personal or on behalf of institutions, or

Dr. Loretta Williams, Lecturer,

the Boston University School

of Social Work, told a conference

“People of color are there [at PK
rallies] to be hugged” she said,
“to be there for the white male
who is afraid of being labeled
racist. The black male is there

to serve, once again.”

even on behalf of one’s race, can be moving
and often are aurthenric in spirit. Such
ceremonies have marked PK events, notably
acthe 1997 Stand in the Gap rally in Wash-
ingron DC. The norion of racial reconcil-
iation was the brainchild of the late Rev.
John Perkins, an African American whose
work was substantially bankrolled by
Christian Reconstructionist philanthropisr,
Howard Ahmanson.* This is significant in
part because a central argument in Chris-
tian Reconstructionist theory is that change
comes through evangelization and conver-
sion, and that the government of the con-
verted would be a biblical theocracy, for
which the blueprint has already been
drafted.® Reconstructionists, like many on
the Christian Right, oppose governmental

intervention in significant part because the
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government is not yet theocratic, and there-
fore is illegitimate.

In one of the strangest alliances in recent
American politics, Nation of Islam leader
Louis Farrakhan and Unification Church
head Sun Myung Moon joined as the prin-
cipal sponsors of the Million Family March
on Washington, DC in October 2000.% The
two aging demagogues adapted the rubric
of racial reconciliation in staging the event.

+ Like the overwhelmingly White Chris-
tian Right, the Black Nationalist Nation
of Islam and the Moon organization
have sought to soften their notorious rep-
utations. Both have seized on images of
racial and religious inclusion in an effort
to inoculate themselves against charges
of racial and religious bigotry that have
defined each for decades. Echoing PK,

Rev. Chang Shik Yang, co-chairman of

the march and a rop official of Moon’s

World Family Federation for Peace and
Unificacion, (formerly known as the
Unification Church), called for “all the
walls” of race and religion to be torn
down. “Color is meaningless,” he said.

“All human beings are brothers and

sisters in front of God.”* At the rally,

Farrakhan denounced abortion and

implied that it wasa Whire plot. Despite

these efforts by Moon and Farrakhan to

divide the African American and other
people of color electorates with the
“family values” rhetoric of the Christian
Right, in the 2000 elections even most
socially conservative African Americans
and Hispanics stuck with the Democraric
Parry, where their perceived economicand
civil rights interests lay.

Environment
'I"hc friendly religious face of antienvi-
ronmentalism is the Washington, DC-
based Interfaith Council for Environmental
Stewardship (ICES). The Council was
founded in 1999 at the initiative of Fr.
Robert Sirico, CSP a Catholic priest, former
gay activist, and head of the Grand Rapids,
Michigan-based Acton Institute for the
Study of Religion and Liberty.* Fr. Sirico
was instrumental in forging the 1999 ani-



environmentalist Cornwall Declaration
that sought to counter established faith-
based environmental initiatives by Catholic,
Jewish, evangelical, and especially mainline
Protestant bodies. This manifesto essen-
tially repackages conservative ideology under
the mbric of environmental stewardship in
the style of Marvin Olasky’s “compassion-
ate conservatism” approach to poverty and
social welfare. Olasky is a member of the
ICES advisory board.

According to journalist Bill Berkowitz,
the Christian Right hopes to do for envi-
ronmental issues what “free-market think
tanks have done for the debate on social and
political issues.” To do this they seek to “har-
ness scripture in the service of free-market
environmentalism.™ ICES describes itself
as “building a network of religious, acade-
micand community leaders who can offer
sound theological, scientificand economic
perspectives on these issues. Soon they will
provide a credible alternative to liberal
environmental advocacy for people in con-
gregations, schools, government, and the
religious and secular media,™’

The Cornwall signarories epitomize the
currenc trend in political coalition building
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on the Christian Right, as conservative
evangelicals join rightist Catholics like Fr.
Frank Pavone, and John Neuhaus, and a few
conservarive Jews such as Rabbi Daniel
Lapin. Notable signatories include James
Dobson, Don Wildmon, Christian Recon-
structionist author George Grant, Bill
Bright of Campus Crusade for Christ,
David Noebel of Summit Ministries,
Charles Colson of Prison Fellowship, and
Diane Knippers of the Washington, DC-
based Institute on Religion and Democracy
(IRD). Knippers' organization was estab-
lished in the early 1980s to counter the social
justice orientation of mainline Protes-
rantism.*® IRD has projects aimed at under-
mining the historic social justice traditions
of the mainline Presbyterian, Methodist,
and Episcopal churches.

The Growth of the Christian
Counter-Culture
s the Christian Right has become sig-
ificant in mainstream politics and
government, it both stimulates and benefits
from a growing conservative Christian
counter-culture. This counter-culture takes
many forms and its growth contributes to

Reprinted with the kind permission of the artisl.
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the institutionalization of the Christian
Right. Christian schools and colleges are
experiencing unprecedented growth. Mem-
bership in conservative evangelical churches
is growing, partly at the expense of mainline
Protestant churches, and Christian pub-
lishing, epitomized by the best selling apoc-
alyptic novels of Tim LaHaye, is experiencing
explosive growth.

The rise of the Christian counter-culture
may bé seen most dramarically in the sep-
aratist Christian home schooling move-
ment. The “right” to home school children,
part of the Republican Party platform since
the 1980, provides support for Christian
Right legislative efforts to allow home
schooling at the state level. Estimates of the
number of home schooling families vary
wildly, but may be a million. Many states
have little oversight, lex alone scrutiny of
home schools or home school materials. The
absence of state oversight has shielded some
of the extreme antiabortion militants who
home school their children, norably con-
victed murderer Paul Hill and militia pro-
ponent Mate Trewhella. Thousands of
children are being raised to be Christian
theocratic revolutionaries. While there is no
guarantee that these children will
turn outas their parents may hope,
there is no question about the inten-
tions of their parents.

The home schooling movemenr,
(like the rise of private White Chris-
tian academies as a backlash to the
integration of public schools) is
quietly led and informed by the
Christian Reconstructionist move-
ment. For example, one large pur-
veyor of home schooling materials
and services is the Christian Recon-
structionist-oriented Christian Lib-
erty Academy, headed by Rev. Paul
Lindstrom in Arlington, Illinois.
Reconstructionism is a politically-
oriented rheological movement
that provides the ideological cata-
lyst for the Christian Right. Recon-
scructionism has played a cencral
role in politicizing conservative
evangelicals.
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Bush’s Christian Guru
aims to reshape America

Do Bavinders:
Tarentoe Cilobe and Mail
Saturday, fanary 13, 200!

... The phrase “compassionate conser-
vatism’ tripped off M. Bush’s lips hun-
dreds of imes during the [2000 U.5.
presidensial] campaign. Tesounded, o
most obseryers, like something aimed ar
appeasing modetate varers. Bur ro funda-
mentalise Christian conscryatives, it signi-
fied the beginning of a mdical
public-policy experiment, one thay is nei-
ther ghib nor moderate. The phrase was -
coined by Mr. Olasky, a slight, tweedy man
who teaches journalism at the Universice of
Texas and has become ane of Mr. Bush's
most influential intellectual advisers...

...[President] Bush is preparing to make
the professor’s ideas a central part of his
government. In short, compassionate con-
servatism is a raxpayer-funded mission to
allow religious groups to provide most gov-
ernment social programs, allowing them co
operate homeless shelters, drug-treacment

Whatiit Does: cahd Howiit

inAmerica | Reenem PUBlshing no, 1995]

prograins, pregnancy-counselling services,

prisons and unemployment offices — even if

their triission is to convert their dignts to
religious faich. To opponents who charge
that this will set social programs back a cen-
tury, Mr. Olasky pleads guilry. This, he
says, is exactly the point,

“Hisrorically, whar we've found is the

mast useful kind of poverty-Aghning is spir-
irual,”™ he said in an interview yesterday ar
his hame in the hilly suburbs of Austn. *If
I've been any use in this process, its [been
by] bringing up some history and showing
how in this country we knew how 1o fight
poverty, thratgh compassion thar's chal-
lenging and personal and spiritual. And we
forgot that in the 20th century.”...

... M. Olasky's book, Compasmanate
Conseraanesm, published last vear, conrains
a laudacory introducrion by the President
and a reprine afe campaign speech in
which Mr. Bush promised to bring reli-
gious groups into the governmens fold.
"l avery instance where my adminisera-
tion sees a responability o help people,
we will loolk first to faith-based organiza-

tions, charities and community groups thar
have shown their ability to save and change
fives,” Mr. Bush said. adding thar the greac-
est hope for the poor is not found in
“reform’” butin “redemption.” In other
wornds, religious belief.

In recent days, Mr. Bush has created an
Office of Faith-Based Progrims... [And]
has promised to expand the scope of a 1996
law that allows people to redirect rax dollars-
to private chariries and religious groups....
Mr. Olasky and his followers believe thar
poverty is not caused by a Lick of money,
bt by a lick of moral vahues on behalf of
the poor Assuch, they see welfare asa poor
aleernative to religion. ..

.- Many Republicans and religious conser-
vatives believe thar the Otffice of Faith-
Based Programs should be just the
beginning. Jesse Helms, the Republican
chairman of the Senate foreign reladons
commirtes, said this week that foreign aid
should be placed under the care of religious
Organizations....

... This is on its face a kind of constitu-
tional crisis. The merger of church and
stare in the White House represents a terri-
ble reversal of the country’s principles,”
siid Barry Lynn, head of the Washington
advocacy group Americans United for Sep-
ararion of Church and Seare. The U5,
Consurutons First Amendment, he notes,
contains the phrase “Congress shall make
no law tespecring an establishment of reli-
gion, or prohibiting the free exercise
thereof,” and the Supreme Court has inter-
preted this to mean thar governments can-
not direct funds to religious groups.

But Mr. Olasky and his followers believe
separation of church and state is based on s
misinterprecation of the Constitution. In
his bouks, he offers a rereading of U.S. his-
tory in which such luminaries as Thomas
Jeferson and James Madison are replaced
by more spivitually minded early Amercans.

“The government was meant to be secular
in the sense of noe preferring any religion.
That's whar the First Amendment was all
abour,” Mr, Olasky said vesterday, "The
founders would have seen what we've danc
to the public square not a¢ neutrality, bue
as nakedness.”

Excerpted with the kind permissian of Dioug Saunders
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Before the 1980s, conservative evangel-
icalism generally steered clear of politics
because it was dominated by the pre-mil-
lennial view that the world cannot be sig-
nificantly changed or “saved” until the
Second Coming of Jesus. This view has been
transformed by an extraordinary theolog-
ical shift, catalyzed by the profoundly theo-
cratic political vision of the Christian
Reconstructionist movement, and its vari-
ants, which we may broadly call “domin-
ion theology.” Dominion theology shook
the evangelical church off the political side-
lines in part by arguing that the apolitical
views of most of evangelicalism in the 20%
century was a betrayal of what
has been called the cultural
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movement has been consistentdy, albeit
quietly, integral o the genests, ideological
formation and maturation of the Christian
Right.®

The home schooling movement madea
significant advance in the Fall of 2000,
when Patrick Henry College in Purcerville,
Virginia opened as a four-year college with
the explicit purpose of training home-
schooled children in politics and govern-
ment. Thereare plans for alaw school, and
possibly undergraduate programs in jour-
nalism, computer science and business.
Located just outside Washington, DC, the
school emphasizes hands-on experience as

tutions.” The separatist nature of the home-
schooling movement is consistent with,
and predates his view. Weyrich called for
“building our own schools, media, enter-
tainment, universities, every institution
that people need in order to lead good
lives.™* Weyrich was arracked for what he
later gently called his supposed intention to
“give up the fight.” Writing in the Olasky-
edited Warld magazine in response, Weyrich
explaitied, “Instead of relying on politics to
retake the culturally and morally decadent
institudons of contemporary America, I said
that we should separate from those institu-
tions and build our own.™ In many respects,

Weyrich was actually

issuing a call for sup-

mandate, or the dominion
mandate found in the book of
Genesis. The compromise uld-
mately struck during the 1980s
among conservative evangeli-
cal factions was that Chris-
tians are obligated to build the
kingdom of God in so far as
that is possible. This compro-
mise has allowed evangelicals
ro agree to disagree about the
timing and political signifi-
cance of the Second Coming,
while uniting over a general
political mandate to “Chris-
tianize” government and pub-
lic life along conservative lines.
The doctrine of “compassionate con-
servatism” popularized by Marvin Olasky
epitomizes the percolating influence of this
theocratic strain, even as it seeks to take the
edge off traditional, uncompassionate busi-
ness conservatism. Joe Conn, editor of
Church & State magazine demonstrated
that leading Reconstructionist writers and
thinkers have influenced Olasky’s thinking
about compassionate conservatism.*” Olasky
is an elder in the Presbyterian Church in
America, (PCA) a conservative splinter
denomination and home 1o 2 number of
Reconstructionist leaders. While some
scholars continue to dismiss Reconstruc-
tionism as a “fringe” element within con-
servarive evangelicalism, in fact, the

Dominion theology shook the evangelical church
off the political sidelines in part by arguing that

the apolitical views of most of evangelicalism in

port for a well-estab-
lished crend—the
instirutionalization of
the Christian Right
in all of its manifes-
tations, with politics
asa secondary aspect
of the movement.”

the 20% century was a betrayal of what has been
called the cultural mandate, or the dominion

mandate found in the book of Genesis.

Aging Empires
Even as key Chris-
tian Right insti-
tutions are stabilizing
and growing, some

interns in gavernment and advocacy orga-
nizadons so students can jump-start their
careers in the Christian Right.” The college
is 2 “ministry” of the Home School Legal
"Defense Association headed by Michael Far-
ris. Farris follows in the footsteps of fellow
Virginians Pat Robertson and Jerry Falwell
who established and still lead their own and
much larger institutions of higher learning,
Regent University and Liberty University.

The growth of home schooling reflects
the increased popularity of separatism
among conservative evangelicals. In 1999,
Paul Weyrich, President of the rightist Free
Congress Foundation, argued that conser-
vative Christians have essentially lost the cul-
ture war and issued a provocative call for
Christians to separate from secular insti-
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of these same insti-

tutions are also enrer-
ing a transidonal period as the founding
generation of leaders prepares to pass the
torch. Leaders who in the 1970s were in their
40s and 50s are now in their 70s and 80s.
Some are in poor health. Bill Bright, 79,
plans to rurn the presidency of Campus
Crusade for Christ over to executive vice
president Stephen Douglass, while he
continues ro chair the Board of Directors.
Similarly, Beverly LaHaye, founder of
Concerned Women for America named
Carmen Pate as her successor, while staying
on as Board chair. Pate’s quick deparrure
and rhe lack of a replacement, suggests an
era of instability at CWA. Don Wildmon,
62, has had several heart ateacks, and has
turned over many responsibilities to his
son, Tim. R.J. Rushdoony, the founder



and seminal thinker of the Christian
Reconstructionist movement died recently.
He had handed the reigns of his Chalcedon
Foundation to Rev. Andrew Sandlin. Other
aging leaders of major Christian Right orga-
nizations include Pat Robertson, 70; D.
James Kennedy, 70; Phyllis Schlafly, 76;
Robert L. Simonds, 75; Jerry Falwell, 67,
Lou Sheldon, 66; and James Dobson, 62.
Tim LaHaye, former Christian Right polit-
ical leader and now best selling novelist,
is72.

Institutionalizarion norwithstanding,
some of these organizarions may decline
just as they have risen—on the personal-
ity and vision of the founder. In the case of
Pat Robertson’s empire, his sons may take
over. However Tim Robertson’s stintas host
of the 700 Club in the late 1980’s when his
father ran for president showed a fall-off in

The erosion of the
mainline Protestant
churches has created

openings for both the
Christian Right and
the Catholic Church to
contend for dominance

as the “moral center” of

American political life.

viewers and was financially disascrous.
There is no heir apparent for the pugna-
cious Rev. Jerry Falwell, whose television
ministry and Liberty Universiry have
suffered major financial difficulcies for
many years.*
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Driving Wedges in Mainline
Protestantism
One of the emerging areas of influence
of the Christian Right is in the main-
line Protestant denominations affiliated
with the National Council of Churches
(NCC). Strong conservative evangelical
currents and organizing by Chrisrian Right
organizations inside and ourside the
churches have eroded, if not displaced the
historic role of these denominations as bas-
tions of religiously-inspired movements for
social justice at the center of American reli-
gious life. 4 Moment to Decide: The Crisis in
Mainstream Presbyterianism, published in
2000 by the Institute for Democracy
Studies, raises the possibility that the Pres-
byterian Church (USA) may become a con-
servative evangelical denomination.”” The
gridlock created by this bartle is typical of
what is happening in mainstream Prores-
tantism. Conservative factions in the Pres-
byterian Church (USA) for decades have
systematically undermined the social justice
orientation of the denominadon. Unable so
far wo prevail outright over Presbyterian
moderates and progressives, Presbyterian
rightists are campaigning to take over the
denomination, even as some openly threaten
1o leave the church altogether, much as
some GODP’s conservatives threaten to bolt
the party. In facr, a number of conservative
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churches have lefr over the years to join the
righrist schism, Presbyterian Church in
America. (PCA).

For much of the twentieth century, the
liberal Protestant churches served as the
moral center of the culture, for example,
playing a leading role in the civil rights
movement, while conservative evangeli-
cals were generally either silent or on the
other side. Conservatives have waged an
ever-widening guerrilla war on the main-
line churches, creating gridlock within the
ecumenical National Council of Churches
and its member denominations while simul-
taneously seeking institutional influence
and control. These struggles echo the con-
servative takeover of the formerly moder-
ate Southern Baptist Convention (SBC) and
its subsequent alignment with the Christ-
ian Right. SBC has, among other things,
purged its seminaries of liberals, reversed its
historic advocacy of separarion of church
and state, banned the ordination of women
as pastors, and declared thar women should
be in submission to men.

A major issue of engagement berween the
mainline denominations and the Christian
Rightis the status of homosexuality. In the
summer of 2000, the United Mechodist
Church rook stands against gay ordination
and same-sex commitment ceremonies;

the Presbyterian Church (USA) passed an



amendment to its church constitution ban-
ning “holy unions” that must now be rati-
fied by its regional bodies, Presbyteries.
The Episcopal Church approved a resolu-
tion that recognizes both married couples
and couples living “in other life-long com-
mitted relationships” characrerized by
fidelity and monogamy. In cach case, the
struggle is far from over, and schisms and
threats of schism abound. The erosion of the
mainline Protestant churches has created
openings for both the Christian Rightand
the Cactholic Church to contend for
dominance as the “moral center” of Amer-
ican polirical life.
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president, emphasized thache did nottake
orders from the Vatican, and thus reas-
sured vorters that his loyalties would not be
divided berween church and state.
Catholic politicians no longer feel
obliged to distance themselves from church
teachings in this way and would not dare
to do so for fear of a harsh church response.
Indeed, some bishops now denounce
Kennedy-style Catholic poliricians as
“accomodarionists” who fail ro advance
the directives of the church. “Four decades
after John Kennedy,” declared Archbishop
Charles Chaput of Denver in Ocrober

growth of powerful right-wing interest
groups in the church, such as the Catholic
League for Religious and Civil Rights;
Opus Dei, a rightist prelature of the pope,
which functions as an international order
of priests and lay people; and Legionnaires
of Christ, a Mexico-based righdst order thar
ownsand publishes the conservacive weekly
newspaper, National Catholic Register, which
has increased its visibiliry and abiliry ro reach
a far wider audience through convenience
store newsstands like Dairy Martand Seven
Eleven. An Opus Dei priest was installed as
auxiliary bishop of Denver in March 2001.

The escalarion of political inter-

vention in the 2000 election

An Emerging New
Catholic Right
t the same time both the evan-
clical and Catholic Right are
developing and promotinga long-
term, fundamencal approach to the
practice of faith that links political
involvemenrt with faith itself, In
this case, the Carcholic Church is
building on its own history and
also benefiting from the Christian
Right’s recent efforts to create wider
space for public expressions of reli-

At the same time both the evangelical
and Catholic Right are developing and
promoting a long-term, fundamental

approach to the practice of faith
that links political involvement

with faith itself.

reflects the new assertiveness of the
Catholic Church hierarchy. For
example, a pastoral letter from
Archbishop Edward M. Egan urg-
ing the faithful to vote forantiabor-
tion candidates for office ar all
levels was read from the pulpirin
all 400 Carholic parishes in New
York City on the Sunday before the
2000 election.® Similarly, the
Bishops of Massachuserts jointly
declared, “Support and promo-
tion of abortion by any candidate

giosity in civil discourse. The suc-
cess of these efforts was evident in
the election year debates over expressions of
religiosity by candidates for public office,
sparked by the religious statements of Sen.
Joseph Lieberman (D-CT?}, Al Gore’s run-
ning mate. This could hardly have hap-
pened even a few years ago, butashiftin the
political culture suggests that personal and
unedited expressions of religious belief for
political purposes are no longer considered
unseemly. Indeed, the suggestion is that
they are beyond reproach.

Historically, the Catholic Church in the
U.S. has played a role in public life, but has
been circumspect about that role for two rea-
sons. First, the Catholic Church sought to
avoid arousing nativist anti-Catholic big-
otry and second, it has sought to avoid the
appearance of serving as a monolithic and
authoritarian voting bloc in a pluralist soci-
ety. John E Kennedy, while a candidare for

2000, “coo many American Catholics—
maybe most—no longer connect their
political choices with their religious faith in
any consistent, authentic way.”*
Conservative appointees of Pope John
Paul II now dominate the American
Catholic leadership. Their influence is
reflected in the National Conference of
Catholic Bishops’ pronouncementin 1998
urging Catholics to give primary consid-
eration to a politician’s stances on abortion
and euthanasia when voting, over the many
other, sometimes progressive public policy
views of the church.* Another dimension
of the conservative trend in Catholicism is,
according to The New York Times, that the
social activist priests of the 1960’sand 70’
are retiring, and are being replaced by
younger priests who far more conservative.
These trends are accompanied by the
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is always wrong and can never be
justified.”® The impact of such
statements is hard to measure, and exit
polls indicated that Catholics favored Gore
over Bush by 50-47 percent. Archbishop
Elden Curtiss of Omaha, Nebraska com-
plained, “the majority of Catholic people
still do not make abortion a priority.”*
Meanwhile, Priests for Life, an action
arm of the Pontifical Council on the Fam-
ily, has emerged as a force in the antiabor-
tion movement advocating a broad politicat
agenda with abortion as its wedge, accord-
ing to a study by the Institute for Democ-
racy Studies.®® PFL and its leader Fr. Frank
Pavone waged a media campaign during the
summer of 2000 calling on Catholics to
mobilize politically,® but ultimately
acknowledging the role of pragmatism in
politics. Pavone told the conservative
newsweekly Human Events: “Because vor-
ing is not a canonization, we may morally



vote for a less perfect candidate who is
actually electable at the present moment,
rather than a becter candidate who does not
have the base of support to actually get into
office... If both candidates support some
abortion, itis not wrong to vote for the one
who is less supportive of abortion.””
Pavone met with candidate George W.
Bush and declared him to be “pro-life,”
while arracking candidate Al Gore as “an
apostle for abortion.”®

These trends suggest that the church
hierarchy will increasingly direct resources
into polirical acrivism that will further the
Catholic wing of the Christian Right. How-
ever, even as Catholic leaders escalate their
engagement in publiclife their efforts may
be undermined by mends in conservative
Carholic theology. Theological tensions
between Protestant fundamentalist fac-
tions and conservative Catholics inevitably
surface when the alliance moves beyond a
fairly narrow band of issues, notably abor-
tion, homosexuality, and ending public
education as we know it.

In 2000, the Vatican highlighted this ten-
sion when it issued a proclamation called
Dominus fesus that seemingly overturned
four decades of ecumenical dialog and
Catholicacknowledgement of the possible
validity of other spiritual paths. It dectared
that Jesus and the Catholic Church were the
only possible means of spiritual salvation,
and that other Christian churches “are not
‘churches’ in the proper sense.”® The decree
denounces the “philosophy of religious
pluralism,” and emphasizes conversion
over ecumenical dialog. The Vatican
declared it a “definitive and irrevocable” doc-
trine of the church.” The reaction ranged
from disappointment to outrage among
Protestants—including evangelicals.” The
Varican soon thereafter invoked Dominus
Jesus to denounce a book supportive of
religious pluralism authored by a Jesuir
theologian.™ Such official religious suprema-
cism is also reflected in Fr. Frank Pavone’s
teaching that “itis not just the church that
must obey God. So does the state. So does
the government. Separation of church and
state doesn’t mean separation of God and
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state.... God and his law are the very foun-
dation...of the state.””

Pavone’s attack on church-state separa-
don is consistent with the Chuistian nation-
alism that is integral to the theology of most
if not all of the leaders of the Christian
Right, from Bill Brighr and Pat Robertsen,
to the Promise Keepers and the theologians

Meanwhile, Priests for
Life, an action arm of
the Pontifical Council
on the Family, has
emerged as a force in the
antiabortion movement
advocating a broad
political agenda with
abortion as its wedge,
according to a study
by the Institute for

Democracy Studies

of Christian Reconstructionism. All see
religious pluralism and constitutional guar-
anrees of separation of church and state, as
a bulwark that must be breached if any of
the secrors of the Christian Righr are to
accomplish their aims. While the Carholic
and Protestant wings of the Christian Right
are united in many areas of public policy,
it remains to be seen whether competing
versions of the true religion will eventually
undermine their collaboration. Indeed, the
public debacle in which Christian Right
leaders and White House officials
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denounced one another over the role of the
White House Office of Faith Based Initia-
tives is an excellent example of how religious
supremacism interferes in any effort for
equitable treatment for federal grant recip-
ients and federal contractors.™

Similar political ecumenism among fun-
damentalist factions working in coalition
against womens rights generally, and repro-
ductive rights in parricular, in the UN sys-
tem also has similar points of potential
fracture. As was derailed in the Summer/Fall
issue of The Public Eye, this growing inter-
national alliance is comprised of Mormon
institurions, the U.S. Christian Right, the
Varican, and cerrain elements within
theocratic Islam.”

Conclusion
T'he Bush Administration will provide
numerous opportunities foradvancing
the religious and polirical agenda of the
Christian Right. The free marker schemes
that were pioneered in the past two
decades—such as “outsourcing” govern-
ment services ro private businesses, dereg-
ulation, and privatization—are being
replicared in the form of redirecting gov-
ernment social welfare resources to “faith
based charities,” proposals to finance reli-
gious charter schools, and vouchers for pri-
vate religious education and even home
schooling. These redistributive Republican
policies are also part of the GOP’s political
pay-off to the Christian Right. The assign-
ment of Cabinet and sub-Cabinet posts to
Christian Rightists is but the tip of the ice-
berg of the political parronage 2 major
Republican constituency may reasonably
expect. As a major power within the Bush
Administration, the Christian Righr will
enjoy exactly the benefits it needs to assure
its further institutionalization at all levels.

Frederick Clarkson is the author of Eternal
Hostilicy: The Struggle Between Theocracy
and Democracy, (1997) and of the forth-
coming Profiles In Terrorism: Twenty Years
of Anrti-Abortion Violence, both from
Common Courage Press.
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A RIVER OF HATERUNS THROUGH US

Chip Berlet and Matthew N. Iyons
Right-Wing Populism in America: Too Close for Comfort
{Guilford Press, 2000), 499 pp., including endnotes, bibliogtaphy, and index.

Two l:hmgs are a hard sell these days: historyand analysis. History because it’s “old
news”in an erawhen the information indusery is so over-hyped that lastweek’s news
is old news. Analysisis hard to sell because, although it may explain something that
is happening, it doesd’t tell you what to 45. Even schoolteachers despair of holding
their students’ attention and interest when they talk about the past or teach habits
of abstract and analytical thought. As 2 result, we too seldom look to the past for
lessons and models and we investenormousimportance in detailed observations with-
out recognizing that the detail is only useful if we know what to make of it.

In Right-Wing Populism in America, the histoty and analysis ate so thoughtful
and so powerfud that they may change they way you think about the Right's grip
on U.S. politics. The authors argue thar much of what we experience as “extrem-
ist” in right-wing rhetoricis nota sta.rtling deviation from mainstream thinking,
but instead isimbedded in U.S. culture, Reviewing the history of repression by right-
wing factions throughout U.S. history, we see that the powers that be were inti-
mately tied to that repression and often haveused the Right for their own purposes.

A common theead that runs through this processis the “producerist natrative"——
cultural myth that promotes the notion that America’s strength. is built on its pro-
ductive citizens. These industrious producers struggle to prevail in the face of their
antithesis, the lazy and immoral parasites who drag the country down with their cor-
ruption and dependence. On this basis, the Right has demonized and scapegoated
minority groups and elite factions alike. Jewish bankers, Latino immigrants, welfare
mothers, and drug addicts all become “nammral” targets for the average American.

After reading thislong and comprehensivebook, it is no longer possible to think
simplistically abour the Right or to deny its generic roots in U.S. culture. First, the
authors demonstrate that drawing distince separations between the sectors of the
Right can obscure the ideological affinities that exist across sectors. Strict attention
to the names thar journalists and scholars have given to various sectors of the Right,
such as the "Christian Right” or “neoconservatives” can cause us to focus on each
sector’s center rather than its marginal acrors, minimizing its links to other sectors
and sometimes making it look more benign than ivis.

Second, we can no longer see the Right as distinct from a “moderate mainstream.”
Right-wing populism draws on a culture of prejudice and bigotry that runs
through American history. When the expression of bigotry is low-key, weare lulled
into the wishful thinking that America hasbecome more pluralist. But the hatred
of “parasites” is in fact as present as ever and available to be mobilized, not from
the extremes but from the center.

In telling the story of the Right's role and originsin ULS. politics, Berlecand Lyons
give usan enormous amount of information, butalsoa new pair of eyeglasses through |
which to make sense of it all. Yowwill be tichly rewarded for making your way through
this imporeant book.

Jean Hardisty
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“THIS LONG-AWAITED HISTORY AND CRITICAL ANMALYSIS HAS ARRIVED RIGHT ON TiME"

Right-Wing Populism in America
TOO CLOSE FOR COMFORT

Chip Berlet of Political Research Associates and Martthew: N L}-’nns

“This long-awaited history and critical analysis has arrived
right on time. The increased presence of the Right in this
country has confused many people with its varied shapes
and forms. This book gives the context needed for students
and monitors of the Right to understand why these anti-

democratic forces continue to thrive in our society.”
—Suzanne Pharr, author of Iz the Time of the Right

Right—wing militias and other and-govemment organizations have received heighrened pub-
lic artention since the Oklahoma City bombing. While such groups are often portrayed as mar-
ginal extremists, the values they espouse have influenced mainstream politics and culture far more
than most Americans realize. This imporrant volume offers an in-depth look ar the historical roots

Please charge my [] VISA [ Mastercard # Expiration Date

Please retum this completed farm with your payment to: Political
Research Associates, 1310 Broadway, Suite 201, Somerville, MA 02144,

For more inforrnatian about PRA and the resources we offer, call us at @
(617) 666-5300 or visit us at www.publiceye.org POLITICAL RESEARCH ASSOCIATES

“:'fliis"ﬁﬂuk shines and current landscape of right-wing populism in the United States. Leading political analysts Chip
L ' Berter and Macthew Lyons illuminate the potent blend of anci-elitist rhetoric, conspiracy theo-
bﬂ“iﬂ.ﬂt Ilgh'l’ on ries, and ethnic scapegoating that has fueled many political movements from the colonial period
y ht' b ..r ¢ to the present day. The book provides compelling insights into where right-wing populism comes
rignt-wing popuiis from, how it has been fostered by the American social order, and how proponents of equality
muvemen'ts that and social justice might work to diminish its influence,
hve“ndﬂrm’im' r--—-----------------—--- ----- -—------‘
s b . | 1
democracy through-  : Order your copy today! !
ST e i
ﬂ'_l.lt unlt!d sms Please send me ____ paperback copyf(ies) of Right-Wing Populism in America at 518 each plus $3.50 I
hi st nr’,_m d m shipping and handling for the first copy. Additional copies add $1.75 for shipplng and handling. :
- . " I
still influencing :
]:Iﬂ“tll:: and policies o !
today. |
) —Hﬂuj' mu’ Sehor nf;. City/State/Zip Phone E-mail
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Book Review

fithic. Since the beginning, he argues, the |

Martin Durbam

The Christian Right, the far right
and the boundaries of American
Conservatism

(Manchester: Manchester University
Press, 2000). Distributed in the U.S. by
St, Martin's Press,pbk, 204 pp., with
bibliography and index.

T ‘the installation of aborn-again Cheis-
tian a5 President of the United States
afterthe 2000 election necessatily refocuses
our attention on the Christian Right. One
might ask why this particular President’s
religious faith is a matter UL.S. citizens
should be concerned with or about. Afier
all President Casrer was also 2 born-again
Christian, Moreover, for all the secular
trappings of the UL.S. political system Pres-
idents routinely and publicly display their
particular confessional beliefs, from artend-
inng church to swearing their oaths of office
on the Christian bible. It is significant
now because of the role this President
accords to religion in public, notjust his per-
sonal life. And it is imporeant because of the
shared assumptions and interests berween
him and the Christian Right. This does not
mean that George W, Bush and the Chis-
tian Right agree on all issues. Frederick
Clarkson, in this issue of The Public Eye,,
points out that the relationship batween
Bush and the Chtistian Right is best
described as an uneasy alliance. Nor does
the Christian Right speak with one voice
onall issues or often even on any one issue.
‘This is one of the central twenets of Martin
Dutham’s well-researched and compre-
hensive analysis of the Chuistian Right
and the Far Right. Whereas Clarkson’s
cugtent piece provides an insightful analy-
sis of the current state of the Christian
Right, Durham's book is a comprehensive

and perceptive study of the emergence and

trajectory of the Christian Righvand other

right-wing groups from the 1950s orwards.

Dutham beginsbylocating the emergence
of modern conservatism in the United
Srates with the debut of William E Buck-
ley’s National Review. This event is signif-

icant because it was through the pages of

this conservative journal that the effort

Martin Durham
ristian Right,
B right/and
the Botndsries of
Ameritan & Lservatisn

.

was made to weave together distinet strands
of conservative thinking: the free matket
ideology underpinning libercarianism and
economic conservatism, and the tradi-
tionalist, primarily Christian religious
belief, ingrained in social conservatism.
“This fusionism was plagued by problems
from the very start, Dutham emphasizes
throughout his work that those of us con-
cerncd with the U.S, Rightand especially
the Christizn Righr cannor make the mis-
take of reifying it and treating it as mono-

Right has been a contested terrain with dif-
ferent wings seeking to assert their voice and
ideology. This has often meant that much
L35 the Right seeks to include or exclude
groups outside its ideological framework,

ithas also sought to bring in and keep our |

groups well within the boundaries of a
right-wing ideology. The long-standing
conflict berween paleoconservarives and
aeoconservatives is a case in point. Thus
Durham sees the Right as a dynamic racher
than static social movement or coalition of
eaovemnents that have broadly shared inter-
ests and agendas.

It is important not to frame the Right in
terms of a single issue. Durham concedes
that race and gender, for instance, are cen-
tral Issues it is concerned with. Yet, to
frame a discussion of the Right's ideolog-
ical foundations and polic agendas in just
one ot the other issue is to miss the larger
picture. Like other social movements the
Right, and even the Christian Right within
it, are multi-issue movements. Therefore,
heargues, it is not meaningful to simplis-
tically assert thar the growth of the Right

is largely attributable to the “angry white

male.” While race continues to be a key
isstte it is evidens that significant sections
of the Right are alert to the problemsand
pithalls of engaging in racial politics. Within
important sectors of the Christian Right
there is a conscious move towards what has
been termed racial reconciliation. This is
evident especially, but not only, in the
Promise Keepers movement thar deliber-
ately showcases members of minotity
comimunities wichin its programs, events
and publications, Yet, while the “do good,”
“feel good™ approach that underlies this
trend might on the surface appear to bea
welcome change from previous behavior,
it does notaddress the suuctural and insti-
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tutional racism deeply embedded in TS,
SOCIETY.

In terms ngcndcf as well, while the Right
a3 a whole is opposed to ferminism and 1ts
critique of patriarchy, it is dearly evident
that the movement is not made up of men
alone, Dutham asseres thar women-are a
stropger source of support for the Christ-
ian Right than men. Women also play a mole
in the Putriot movement and other Far
Rjght ErOups. And if one further decon-
structs the gender gap between Democrats
and Republicans, Durham tells us, a larger
prroentage of unmarried women as npposcd
to married women vote Democrat, with
sizeable numbers of the latter EIOUp voting
Republican.

Having set the ground rules for analyzing
the Right, Durham then looks in depth at
various issucs that have claimed the sub-
stantial portion of irsattenton: gay nghts,
gun fghts and abortion. Here too, Durham
cautions against trring the entire spectrum
of the Rightwith oneand gay brush, Some
of the previously hateful rhetaric has been
toned downi And 50 now, instead of hat-
ing the sinners some Christian Right lead-
ers call on their flocks to hate the sin, and
pray for the sinnerand atiempt to save their
soulswith Christian doses of guilt, prayer,
and discipline 1o cure the “disease” of
homosexuality. This approach is more
insidious, The Right can continue to be
destrucrive even as itappears to the broader
public to be compassionare. Stll others
frame gay rights as special rights. On the
one hand they argue that lesbian. gay,
bisexnal and transgender people do not
need any legislated rights ro ensure that they
are not discriminated against. On the ather,
they use this a5 2 wedge issue with ethnic
or racial minorities by propagating the
iddea thar gay rights somehow dilute the civil
rights of racial minorities. Explicit bigots
within the Christian Right, for instance,
some Reconstructionists and Christian
Identity groups, demand capital punish-
ment for homosexualiry.

The same careful distinctions are also
drawn in Durham's analysis:of the anti-
aboraon movement. As he points out,
“The Christian Rightis to be distinguished
from other strands within conservatism
biecause it foregrounds an evangelical sex»
ual polirics:. , , But the Christian Right is
also different from the pro-life movement.”
This is bacause although the antisbottion
movement and the Christian Right are on
the same side of the fence on abottion, the
Christian Right agenda is much broader
than that of the antiabortion movement.
The Christian Right ieself, Durham con-
tends, rose “partly asa defence of a threat-
ened subculture, but also as an attempt to
displace the hegemony of a rival belief-sys-
tem.” There are many theological strands
within it thar are fundamentally different
and thus it does not help to lump them all
together. Premillennialists and postmil-
lennialists have different theological under-
standings and consequently often different
political agendas. Durham also looks in
derail at the influence of conspiracist the-
ories on elements of the Christan Righr,
within particular individuals and subse-
quently movements led by them, such as
Par Roberrson and the Christian Coalition.
This conspiracism highlights yet another
tension—berween a pro-Israel srand and
antiseminsim.

Theauthor alerts the reader to the close yet
complicated relationship between the
Christian Right and the Republican Party.
Although evangelicals scem to occupy a
prominent place within the party, especially
at state and local levels, the relationship is
one fraught with tension on different
planes, including, but not limited to, the
differences between the Christian and sec-
ular Right. Differences and tensions are
ance again the theme in his assessment of
Par Buchanan as represenmative of the sorug-
gle to redefine conservatism arising from the
old conflict between paleoconservarives
and neoconservatives. While Buchanan’s
shrill campaigns have drawn various right-
wing groups ro him they have also sec him

apart from others. This is markedly evident
in the atea of political cconomy where
Buchanan has increasingly becomean eco-
nomicnationalist at cross-purposes with the
Right’s dominant free traders.

With all these differences, Durham sees
three common strands thar run through the
entire Right. The struggle by Buchanan and
the paleoconservarives to redefine the con-
servative movement isastruggle that other
sectors of the Right arc also engaged in. This
of course means that certain groups can and
will be included while others are excluded
from this, whar Benedicr Anderson has
termed “imagined community,” based on
shifting ideological and strategic faule lines:
Thﬁ Sfcﬂﬂd m.l'ﬂﬂd COMmMon: ACTO5S Ehﬂ
Right is the idea that America must be taken
back and related to it che third element that
it—the Right—is dispossessed. Differ-
ences persist, however, in terms of how far
it is to be raken back and from whom. For
some it could be all the way back to the
founding of the United Swates, whereas
for others it is the period before the Civil
War. For many in the Christian Right, it
mighractually be the 1950s. The aggressors
vary too. Immigrant hordes, a godless sec-
ular elite, international bankers, feminists,
Ighf P‘Eﬂpi{, F.hc I.Effﬂl rncdia Rll ﬂPFE‘ﬂIﬂL
the demons in right-wing mythology. Dif-
ferences within the Right, however, do not
mask another significant commonaliry—
that the Right's politics across sectors and
ideclogies portends a vision of society
deeply disturbing and dangerous to those
who struggle for 2 rruly democratic,
humane, and just political, economicand
social order.

Durham'’s book prmrid:s a rich and inter-
woven account of the Righ, particularly the
Christian Righr, the Patriot movement, and
the Buchanan-led movement, that con-
stantly alerrs us 1o the similarities and dif-
terences, and the srengths and weaknesses
of the Right. Ashe states, “opennessta the
mutual interacrion between different cur-
rents on the right is a vital part of their com-

Coniirised om paye 24
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WELCOMETOTHERIGHT
HOUSE

Grover Norquist, a conservative strategist and
president of Americans for Tax Reform
recently announced: “There isn't an us and
them in this administration. They is us. We
is them.”

Source: Robin Toner, “Conservatives Savor Their Role ar
Trsiders in the White House,” The New York Times,
37182001

“IT'S NOT GAY"

The American Family Association has pro-
duced a new video for the American family.
The film rightly titled “Tt's Not Gay” actempts
10 “counter the overt pro-homosexual agenda
moving into our public schools.” According
to the AFA, “Homosexual activists are push-
ing harder than ever to getsodiety to view their
behavior as normal.” And this offensive is
especially evident to AFA in the nation’s
public schools where school administrators
and children are exposed to “influential pro-
homosexual videos.” To set the record
straight, so to speak, AFA decided to produce
a film "thac highlighted che profoundly neg-
ative effects of homosexuality.” And to “help

school policy decision-makers realize thatany -

decision to affirm homosexuality as normal
or natural can have devastating effects on the
lives of students who enter that lifestyle.”
Therefore, their film “provides an uncom-
promising yet compassionate look at the
tragic consequences of the homosexual
lifestyle, ... (including having] former “gays”
and lesbians share their experiences in the
homosexual lifestyle—experiences that pro-
duced emotonal pain, brokennessand phys-
ical consequences including AIDS.”

Source: American Family Association Alers 03/07/01
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CONCERN FORCHILDREN
THE RIGHT WAY

Concerned Women for America is very con-
cerned that “UNICEEF strongly promortes the
principles of the Convention on the Rights
of the Child (CRC) and advocates freedom
of thought, conscience, expression and
privacy for children. ...” Because the CRCin
effect “divorces children from their parents,
giving them full autonomy over every aspect
of their lives.”

Source: Concerned Women for America Alert 03/01/01

TAXING TRADITIONAL
FAMILIES

According to Ken Connor, President of the
Family Research Council, “the current tax
code is hostile to families, driving moms from
the home to earn second incomes and penal-
izing marriage.” Connor’s solution lies in
uncoupling all traditional married couples
from this taxing penalty, “especially those who
sacrifice a second income by having a stay-
at-home parent.”

Source: Family Research Council Press Release 03/01/01

SEGREGATION INTHE
NEW MILLENNIUM

The Christian Broadcasting Network’s
Internet Media Development Director, Kevin
Feldman, notes that the “gay agenda is to
allow homosexuals to have equal access to the
same places that heterosexuals have access
to.... [That] would have homosexual men
serving as scoutmasters, coaches, and in
other positions that some may find as com-
promising, or situations that invite tempra-

ton and risk harmful and sometimes criminal
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behayior. Because gay men are sexually
attracted to other men and teenage boys in
much the same way that straight men are
attracted to women and teenage girls, does-
n't it make sense to have the same restrictions
in place separating gay from straight that we
use to separate boys from girls?”

Source: Christian Broadcasting Network Daily Dispatch
02/20/61

LASHES

€C 1]t is not just the
church that must obey
God. So does the stare.

So does the government.

Separation of church and
state doesn't mean
separation of God and
state..., God and his law

are the very foundation..,
of the state. 2

| = *Father Frank Pavonc of Pricsts for Life, from
4 1996 Priests for Life audiotape.

Soaree: Priests for Life: A New Em of
| And-Aborion Aedvism, Inssiture for Democrazy
- Studies, October 1999, See alio, “Vote anii-aboriion
in D})wming Election, Cathalic Leaders Lﬁzﬁ'
Chureh 8 State, Nevember 2000,
Lisgpellpizarnorglehmreharels] I006.rm




“DANGERS OF
SECOND-HAND SEX”

Gary Glenn, Director of the American
Family Association’s Michigan state unit
reasons “[s]ociety imposes significant social
and legal restrictions on—and spends mil-
lions of dollars urging Americans, particularly
children, to avoid—life-threatening behav-
ioral choices such as smoking, drug abuse, and
drunk driving. This rational, logical, common
sense commitment to protecting our children
from life-threatening activity is irrationally
discarded, however, concerning the deadly
practice of homosexual behavior. With the
ready compliance of negligently pandering,
enabling politicians and bureaucrats— par-
ticularly in public schools—homosexual
activists are dead set on teaching our children
“it's O.K. to be gay.”

Glenn points out that "The N.E. Journal
of Medicine reports that men who smoke risk
cutting 7.3 years off their lives... [while at
the same time] the Oxford University's Inter-
national Journal of Epidemiology reports:
“Life expectancy at age 20 years for gay and
bisexual men is 8 to 20 years less than for all
men. If the same pattern of mortality con-
tinues, we estimate that nearly half of gay and
bisexual men currendy aged 20 will not

The Public Eye

reach their 65th birthday.” Judging by the
number of years at risk, homosexual activity
is up to three times deadlier than smoking.
Society irracionally nonetheless condemns
and restricts the lesser threat, while con-
templating laws to protect and force accep-
tance of the greater.... As with smoking,
homaosexual behavior’s “second hand” effects
threaten public health.”

Source: American Family Associarion Michigan Affiliate.
bitpadfunsnn.afis neddaffiliatesliafamich 121400 asp

Compiled by Nikhil Azkz

LIMERICK

Old Bush had a son from big Texas;
who catered to those who drove Lexus.
Crying crocodile tears

for the poor, and their fears;

he gave his rich pals lower taxes.
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Boul Resiers evntinued fromt page 21

prehension.” But *{s]o too is an awareness
of their fluidity.” It advises against using
terms such as “radical” or “extreme” lighdly
in describing the Righvwhile emphasizing
thar they should be used where appropi-
ate. And it alerts us to look beyond sim-
plistic explanations such as the “angry
white male” in situating the emergence and
locarion of the Right in U.S. politics.

Nikhil Aziz

Devin Burghart ed.,

Soundtracks to the White
Revolution: White Supremacist
Assaults on Youth Music Subculture
(Chicago: Center for New Community,
1999) pbk, 106 pp., with index.

A project for “Turn it Down: A Campaign
Against White Power Music,” Sowndtracks
to the White Revolution traces the rise of
White Power music both in the United
States and internationally. It especially
emphasizes the financial power that music

industry has gained, and irs serengthoas a
form of recruitment for youth. Running the
-gamut from skinhead music scenes in the
US to the National Socialist Black Meral
underground in Norway, Sounderacks
provides both a history of the music iself
and  of the
individual players
involved. Addition-
ally, the book draws
on the history of
White supremacist
movements: and
curient social and
cultural trends ta
bringa comprehen-
‘sive analysis to the
sm:ngl.i:l su'u:i CiMTI-
plexity of these
music subculnires.
The aathors con-
tinually come back
to the ways in which
music has becomea
key youth outreach
tool for White

supremacy, proving more relevant and
accessible to young people than traditional
politics. Soundiracks is at its best when
discussing the complicated network of
connections between various factions of
White Power music, and when analyzing
the ways in which
these connecrions
have worked to draw
youth audiences that
are not simply dis-
oriented young peo-
ple but “are gearing
up for a real-life cul-
ture war,” Quotes
from White Power
musicians, lyrics from
skinhead bands, and
glossaries of rerms
and images round
out this very infor-
mative work.

Wendy Beatichamp

ThePublicEye
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Political Research Associates
1310 Beacon Screet, Suite 201"
Somerville, Massachusernts 02144-1731
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