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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

Internal Transcript March 28, 1991

INTERVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT
BY RELIGIOUS MEDIA

The Roosevelt Room

1:30 P.M. EST

THE PRESIDENT: What we wanted to do here is to obviously
answer your questions -- typical of the nutty schedule we're on in
~order to -- former President Reagan is appearing -- coming here at
2:15 p.m. I think it is. So I'm going to have to chop it off so I
will not be rude to the former President of the United States. But
let me say I'm very pleased you all are here. I Kknow several have
wanted to have Q&As for some time. I think this is good. 1I'll try
to keep my answers relatively brief.

But one thing we did want to do -- we're into this Points
of Light. And actually it's a concept that ties into the ministries
of many people. Ties into one American helping another or
communities, a body helping another. And it's fundamental, basic,
and it is a wonderful thing. And when the government gets in it,
then the whole concept of volunteerism isn't voluntary. All we're
trying to do is stimulate the concept of volunteerism. And we have
one Point of Light office here.

But what I want to do is show you just for -- it won't

take a few seconds -- these are very short public service ads that I
think you'll enjoy. But then I'd -- after that I'd like to get to
your agenda. But this is -- I'd love to have the power of the media

represented here reflect, if you felt comfortable so doing,
commitment to this idea of neighbor helping neighbor, church helping
people in the community, which is so fundamental anyway.

But why don't we run this thing up and see if this --
this is all done pro bono. This is all done by the top -- some of
the top advertising agencies in this country. And it will be aired
in a pro bono fashion.

(Viewing of public service ads.)

That's just a cross-section of some of the public
presentations. The same time that's going on, you have the Media
Coalition Against Drugs. Their goal is to spend a billion dollars in
pro bono advertising in the fight against narcotics. And Jim Burke,
who some of you may remember, was head of Johnson & Johnson, is
heading that up. They've made their -- I would say halfway home in
terms of the commitment of money or gifts of time to do this.

So there's a lot going on. And I don't want to divert
you from questions, but it's something that church groups have been
out in the forefront for years. And I think any push that can be
given to this concept I think crosses over party lines, crosses over
political ideology; certainly transcends the denominational
differences. And it's American, it's us. 1It's one person helping
another. So I wanted you to see that, and there's some -- T
understand there's something in the kits on this.

But I don't know how we want to proceed now. But I

thought we'd just try to answer questions. If you get too technical
I may have to call on our able Chief of Staff or Lee Ann over here or
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Deb -- all these folks. I can't see whose around. Here we got some
pros back here -- Bob Gates, who is next to Brent Scowcroft on the
National Security Council. Who else is there -- Andy Card is the
Deputy Chief of Staff; and Dave Demarest, who's one of our top
Assistants to the President. So with no further -- have you got an
order worked out, or shall we just --

Q Oldest first. (Laughter.)

Q Sir, as you know, the Supreme Court has accepted a
case involving prayer at public school graduations. Your
administration, filed a brief asking that the court reexamine how
it's going to look at church-state issues. And I'm wondering how you
would like to see our society move in this direction? Are you

willing --

THE PRESIDENT: I'm one who believes in and have long
been committed to the concept of voluntary prayer in school. So I
would hope that the entry of the Justice Department into this -- I'm
asking that this matter be restudied and given a new look -- means
that we will be able to have invocations, prayer at a graduation. I
mean, I simply do not agree that religion has no place in something
like a graduation. So I hope that our intervention on that side will
be effective.

Q Mr. President, Reverend James Andrews, the stated
Clerk of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, recently
said that the Gulf war wasn't worth it. Other Presbyterian Church
officials have been very critical. Reverend Howard Rice, the former
moderator of the demonination, has said sending our troops to the
Middle East was sacrificing children to the god of oil. And Reverend
Eleanor Ivory, the head of the Washington office of the Presbyterian
Church, revealed the denomination was strategizing to start a
campaign against the war when your popularity dipped in the polls.
Her associates suggested that would happen when 10,000 body bags came
home. Would you share with us your feelings when you hear such
reports coming from leaders of national church groups? And would you
saying something about your own moral struggle as you dealt with the
Gulf war decision?

THE PRESIDENT: One, I think statements like that are --
come from the heart. _I have no arqument with somebody who differs
with me on this. And I have -- we are a country where people can say
what they think. Thank heavens it's that kind of a country. And
many religious leaders opposed me from day one; many on the grounds
that there's no such thing as a just war; many on the grounds that we
were going to have unconscionable numbers of returning body bags.

And so I start -- and I don't just say this because
things have worked out differently than the way some of these people
predicted. But I think we have to have a tolerance for diversity in
this country. And I saw that. Some of you may know, I met with the
presiding bishop of my own church, and he was strongly opposed to
what I was fixing to do and did do. Having said that, I think they
missed the point. There is a just war. And this, in my view, was
good versus evil. In my view, the turning back of aggression has a
moral underpinning to it that is sound.

And, you know, the toughest question was they'd say,
well, how many people are you willing to lose? How many sons and
daughters of somebody else are you willing to commit to war? They
put it in a very personal way. And my answer is not one. I'm not
willing to lose one. But sometimes in a nation's history it has to
take a stand that is moral and that is right and decent, and in the
Tong run will save lives. And that's what we did. And I think many
of our critics now -- some will still disagree with me, but I think
many understand that the turning back of aggression and the way in
which we did it was necessary and morally correct. —~

And so, my answer -- just disagree with them. And I have
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no anger about it. I have no feeling that somebody is less of an
American or less patriotic than I am. But they're wrong and I was
right. And most of the American people agree with that.

And there's no point in -- I say that I was right not
with any attempt to put somebody down, but this wasn't all that easy
to have to bring along the diplomacy and then the politics, getting
the Congress to endorse what we did, and then taking the military
action we took. But history will view it as a morally-correct
position.

So that's what has to be the answer to that.

Q You dealt with this at the National Religious
Broadcaster's Convention -- and by the way, we published this
complete text in our magazine because we thought it was important for
our people to understand it. One of the terms that you used that
there seems to be some misunderstanding about is the matter of a new
world order. Could you give us some idea of what you have in mind by
the use of that term?

THE PRESIDENT: VYes, I will. In my view, a new world
order is one in which big countries won't bully their neighbors. One
in which the territorial integrity of countries will be respected.
One in which the new-found credibility of the United States will be
helpful in protecting the territorial integrity. And one in which,
an order in which the United States having taken the lead in this
coalition, the United States will be able to be a catalyst for
bringing peace to a corner of the world that hadn't had any in a long

time.

And I'm talking about three particular areas. The
security and stability of the Gulf itself. We're seeing now restless
turmoil inside Iraq, but out of this and out of the condemnation of
aggression I think we got a better chance there. And we've got much
better credibility with the Gulf countries to do that.

Secondly, the Lebanon. Many, many Christians and many
other religions are very concerned about Lebanon. Many Muslims are
concerned about Lebanon. But I now think that we have a better
chance to restore not only the territorial integrity of Lebanon,
which means the removal of all foreign forces, but restore Lebanon to
what it was like before these days of religious strife. And I feel
very strongly about it. I know the Lebanon somewhat and I've been
over there a good deal.

And the third one, of course, is the age-old problem of
the Palestinian-Israeli question. And once again, I am hopeful that
our credibility in the Arab world, in the Israeli context, will
enable us to bring this new world order, which is peace and respect
for the other guys territorial integrity, to Israel and to the
Palestinian people.

Q You don't see that as a one-rule government?

THE PRESIDENT: Absolutely not. And I'm very pleased
that the United Nations had a very useful role. And the reason they
had a useful role is that our relationship with the Soviet Union was
such that they did not veto this stance against aggression. But that
certainly does not mean surrendering one ounce of our sovereignty to

the United Nations.

Q Now that we are looking, Mr. President, at the
international affairs, would you comment on the policy of the United
States as of now toward the South African government and perhaps

Liberia?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, Liberia, of course, is in a state
of turmoil. The United States has always had a very spec@al.
relationship with Liberia. Actually, it was based on Christian
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tenets. It was based on early appreciation of and support of
Christianity in both areas. That was part of the special
relationship of the United States to Liberia.

I regret that it's resulted -- that almost anarchaic
conditions have existed in Liberia. So our role will be simply to
help ~-- we can't dictate it, but to help restore order and help see
that the respect for human rights that has been so violated by recent
events is --

Q Is there a possibility of our =--

THE PRESIDENT: I think there's a chance that we can do
something there. Of course, we had a humanitarian role in Liberia
that went unappreciated because of Desert Storm. And that was the
evacuation of people and giving succor and sanctity to people that
could have been destroyed.

South Africa is moving towards -- at long last, away from
apartheid. And in my view, de Klerk deserves great credit for this.
The sanctions that are on South Africa will be lifted when South
Africa complies with five categories of law change and of things they
have to do, like release of prisoners. When they do that, the
sanctions under our law will be lifted. And the sanctions on our
law, in my view, should be lifted when South Africa makes -- complies
with these five categories.

So I'm encouraged. I'm in contact with Nelson Mandela.
I'm in contact -- I haven't seen him recently, but Buthelezi's been
in here many times. And, of course, de Klerk. So you have a
generation of leaders who seem to be willing to work with each other,
and that's what it's going to take.

But the United States, we're pleased that these changes
are taking place. We regret the horrible killing of black against
black in a lot of these townships. It's a terrible thing. And we
regret anything that's oppressive or supportive of apartheid. But
that's the bad news. The good news is there seems to be considerable
change in South Africa. And they want business and they want
relations with us to be on a good plane. And they know what they
have to do to get it on a good plane. :

So I'm encouraged about this one. And I think we have a
chance for a much happier situation there in the elimination of this
impossible system of arartheid. : : _

Q As ycu xnow, Jerusalem is Judaism's Holy City. Aand
that'!s probably one of the reasons why many Soviet Jews who emigrate
to Israel now want to live there. And I know you've had some
differences with the government of Israel over that. And I'd like to
ask you what your opinion is about the right of Soviet Jews to 1live
-- or any Jewish emigrants coming to Israel to live in Jerusalenm.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, the right of Soviet Jews to live in
Israel is a given. We have been very instrumental, incidentally, the
United States government, and I take great pride in the fact that our
administration has probably done more for the emigration of Soviet
Jews than anybody. I think the Reagan administration, of which I was
proudly a part, did pretty darn well. '

But because of our relationship with the Soviet Union and
because of our zeal in bringing this question to the fore, you've
seen emigration in enormous numbers. But the problem with
settlements is a problem where we have had a difference with the
Israeli government. And we are not going to change our policy. And
our policy is beyond the so-called Green Line these settlements
should not be expanded. And we have a difference there. But I want
to see peace in the Middle East, and I want to see peace for Israel.
And I think we have the basis of peace in these resolutions that
relate to 242 and 338, so we'll press for that.
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The fate of Jerusalem or the final status of Jerusalem
should be handled in a negotiated manner and certainly will not be
any dictation to the people of Israel on how that is handled. 1I'd
like to hope that it would never be divided again and go back into
that city where it was rent asunder by division.

Q There was an article today in The New York Post this
morning that said in essence that while we achieved victory, we're
having trouble handling the peace. I was one of the delegations that
went with Jim Andrews that went into -- I went into Baghdad, he went
into Lebanon. And the thing that we heard there right before the war
from clerlcs, both Moslem and Christian, was that even-if the allies
would win this war that the peace would be hard to come by. How do
you address this? Did you anticipate this?

THE PRESIDENT: VYes,

Q This whole guestion there might be a problem with
peace once the war was won.

THE PRESIDENT: Remember there was talk, let the
sanctions work, withdraw to the status quo ante. We didn't do that.
What we have done is destroy Iraq's ability to project aggression.
It's destroyed. They cannot threaten their neighbors. We have acted
on the moral prlnc1ple that aggression or bullying of one country on
another isn't going to stand.

But you put your finger on a very difficult problem, and
that is the internal affairs of Iragq. We never thought there would
be a rose garden out there the minute the war was over. But we've
known about the Kurdish differences, obviously. We've known about
Shiite pressures in the south and we've known about the radicalism
and brutality of the Baath regime in Baghdad, in the center and
indeed the whole country.

If you had said to me, did you predict that you'd have
uprisings in the south and uprisings in the north, I'm not sure I'd
say no, but I don't remember having that totally in focus. Because
when we set out to fulfill our goals and to fulfill those 12
resolutions of the United Nations, they stopped short of trying to
dictate what the internal affairs of Irag would be, what system would
come beyond. That wasn't an objective. The objective was never to
overthrow Saddam Hussein, though I hope the man will not survive
because we will not, I can tell you, as long as I'm President have
normal relations with Irag as long as Saddam Hussein is there.

So we have turmoil now. And it is my hope that out of
this turmoil you will have an Iraq that is willing to live safely
with its neighbors; an Iraq without Saddam Hussein calling the shots
and some kind of a government that takes into consideration these
three very strong -- I don't know how to phrase it -- but these very
strong objectives or religions of the different participants. And it

is difficult.

But the idea that this comes as a big surprlse is crazy.
Because it's far better, in spite of the turmoil and in spite of the
loss of 1life, than giving in to Saddam Hussein and compromising and
assigning him somebody else's territory to go back to the status quo
ante, which was about as brutal a regime as you possibly could have.
We tried that. We tried improving relations with Irag only to be
smashed by this =-- the hopes to be smashed by the invasion.

So I can't predict for you exactly what will happen. But
it is not the United States role to go in and try to fine-tune
whatever follows in Irag. And it is not the United States role to
keep soldiers in there or to march into Baghdad. Our troops are
going to come out as soon as we can get the cease-~fire in place and
hopefully implemented. They're not going to stay there. And I know
that some communities now say that we have an obligation to go in and

MORE



fine-tune this, and we don't. That is not the role of the United
States.

So right now it's worrying me very much because there is
an awful lot of innocent life being lost =-- children and terrible,
terrible loss of life. But we will do our best through diplomatic
channels and working with others, but we are not going to change our
goals now and go beyond the coalition objectives.

Q Mr. President, I'd just like to say thank you for
setting a time aside. It was quite a pleasant surprise. But on
another -- I have a question here regarding New York City. Recently,
I'm sure you might know, the city Board of Ed, after a large and
public fight, adopted a new program where condoms would be
distributed to students without parental consent. The Catholic
Church in the city strongly opposed the program for many reasons. I
have a two-part question here.

I'm wondering what is your opinion of such a program,
condom distribution to students without parental consent? The other
part is, because of the Catholic Church and Cardinal O'Connor. as you
know, is =-- their opposition to this program, it unleashed yet the
latest wave of Catholic-bashing by gay activist groups in New: York
City such as Act-Up. This Catholic-bashing has gone on in Boston,
it's gone on in churches while Masses have happened, the Host has
been defiled. John Leo in the U.S. News and World Report this week
has a very good article documenting this. My second part, though, is
-- my second question -- do you think this Catholic-bashing by gay
activist groups like Act-Up should be condemned?

THE PRESIDENT: I think Act-Up resorts to tactics that
are totally counterproductive. To the degree the AIDs question
should be treated as a health question they work against even that
because of their outrageous actions. And you're talking to somebody
who has his own meetings broken up by them, or had two or three of
them in the last year. And those tactics -- I condemn the kinds of
tactics that are offensive to mainstream Catholics, Protestants,
Jews, anybody else. It is not right. It is an excess of free speech
to use -- to resort to some of the tactics that these people use.

And I've tried to be very sensitive to the question of
babies suffering from AIDs, innocent people that are hurt by this
disease. We're trying to treat it as a health problem. But I'm
sorry, I condemn the kind of behavior that heaps ridicule on an
established, a treasured religion. 1In this case, you asked about
Catholicism. And I find it offensive, the attacks against Cardinal
O'Connor. I think a handful of people can be very, very hurtful in
how a nation treats a serious health problem. And they are
counterproductive in what they are doing.

And in terms of the other, I'd like to let these
communities handle this problem you mentioned about condoms, but my
own view is that we want the parents involved. We want them involved
in all kinds of counseling. We want to strengthen family, not weaken
it. You don't want to peel somebody off through some -- whatever it
is =-- away from the family. So I'm one who happens to believe family
participation in decisions of that nature are very, very important.
I'm not trying to decree a federal policy here. That's not the role
of the federal government. Let one community look at it one way, one

another.

But the Bush view -- George Bush view is let's strengthen
the family. And one way you do it is through consulting, helping
your children when they have problems of this nature =-- of sexual
liberty or whatever you want to call it, or pregnancy =-- are all
these things that -- I'm the oldest guy at this table =-- you always
used to have to whisper about these kind of things. 1I'm not saying
they ought to be whispered about, but I am saying there ought to be
respect for family values. And that's the way I look at it.
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Q Mr. President, during your administration you've
shown a refreshing openness to the appeals and counsel of leaders of
organized religion. I'm aware that you've received a contingent of
United Methodist bishops last year to discuss antidrug initiatives,
and that you referred earlier to your visit with BlShOp Browning
regarding the Gulf war crisis. What I'd like to know is this: as
both a world political leader and a person of faith, how much weight
do you attach to such overtures by religious leaders, honestly? And
what kinds of appeals do you find helpful? What kinds of approaches
do you consider constructive? And what are the the things that are
least likely out of the religious community to be given serious
consideration by you?

THE PRESIDENT: One, I think intervention in the nature
of a petition is appropriate. I think it's part of our American
system. I think it's historic. 1It's gone on a long time. And I
think a President should listen and be open-minded enough to hear.
Parker asked about the war. And I hope I was open-minded enough to
sit down with people that dlsagreed with me. I mentioned Bishop
Browning, and I have nothing in my heart that felt a bitterness or a
restlessness that he didn't understand where I was coming from. And
so I think it's most appropriate that there be a petition.

I obviously draw the line at separation of church and
state. I don't believe that the President ought to involve himself
in any way indicating a preference for denomination. I happen to be
an Episcopalian. I am a Christian. I go to Episcopal service across
the street when I'm not at Camp David. And there I attend
faithfully, I hope, because I think =-- and I think it's important.
And if it's important -- if a family feels this way -- Barbara and I
do -- we ought to demonstrate that.

And it has a way of spilling out and I think setting,
hopefully, some kind of example for the country. Up there it happens
to be a nondenominational. 1It's run by the Navy. And it's like =--
you all have attended Navy services. Bishop O'Connor used to be a
Navy chaplain, so you're respectful of the different denominations.
But you go. "So I think a President should try to do that. But I
think you should -- we draw a line.

And I've confessed to some of you all =-- or some
different religious leaders that I am still not too comfortable with
what the role ought to be. I don't want to act like I'm holier than
thou, or that I want to wear my faith or my religion on my sleeve, or
that I'm the guy out there, the Philistine in the temple beating his
breast and praying the loudest. I don't want to do that. And yet, I
want to do what many that have gone before me have done, and that is
to try to amplify as best one can that we are one nation under God.
And let others determine what that God is and how that God operates.
But we're one nation under God.

And so I am trying to sort out this heretofore very
personal area of my life. And time only tell whether we're
successful in it.

I didn't answer a couple of your technical parts of your
question.

Q I think you've indicated that you do take these
petitions seriously, that you attach weight to those coming from the

religious community --
THE PRESIDENT: I do.

Q -- for sure. I was just interested if you would
have drawn any conclusions about what sorts of petitions, what sort
of expressions of dissent or criticism you might find least helpful,

least constructive.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I don't know that there's any that
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are least helpful. I mean, the Catholic bishops took a position --
some of them -- early on against the war. I found it helpful to read
-- what was the Bishop's name? Mahoney or -- early on. Was it Clark?
But they sent a thing in here, different than what I felt. I wanted
to be sure I wasn't missing something. I read it -- a fairly
readable thing. And we got the same from other churches. As T said,
my own church, Bishop Browning came in here out of conscience, out of
what he felt in his heart. And so that kind of petition I found
extraordinarily useful. I don't find it useful when Reverend
Berrigan stands out here and throw blood on the Pentagon, which he
used to do -- hasn't done that lately -- in the name of God. I mean,
what does that have to do with a reasoned dialogue? Nothing, in my
view.

And I didn't get offended by the demonstrators that were
out here. The only thing, I didn't like, the one beating the damn
drums out there. (Laughter.) Bam-bam-bamn. (Laughter.) And they
showed up in Kennebunkport, Maine. And I'm saying what is it about
drums? Why's everybody into drums these days when they say they
don't like what I'm doing -- what the country's doing. I don't
understand it. That kind of petition that's clothed in some
religious background -- which this was not, the drummers -- I don't
think it's particularly helpful. It's annoying to people. I don't
think they ought to do that. People in the hotel can't sleep, so why
don't they go someplace else?

But, I mean, in terms of -- I can't think of anything
that I can think of as a petition of a religious nature other than
what I mentioned. If you're throwing blood against the Pentagon in
the name of God, I don't think it's good.

I'll give you one tiny personal example, religious.
There was this guy. I go to a little church up in Kennebunkport. 1In
the summer it's Episcopal church right next to the sea; in the
winter, when we're there, it's a little congregational church. And
the minister, a woman, got up and prayed, and then said, well, does
anybody else. have any special prayers? Here's a guy, nicely dressed
in a suit and he jumps up and starts velling and screaming about the
war, and, yes, he wanted to pray for the dead babies in Iraq and all.
But he didn't really want to pray for the dead babies in Iraq; he
wanted to lecture the President of the United States.

And very candidly, he was operating, up to a point,
within his rights of free speech. But it was offensive to this tiny
community and the people in the church, some of whom disagreed with
me, maybe; and many of whom agreed with me. But that's not the
point. They were coming into this holy service, tiny, informal
though it may have been, and offensively petitioning, and doing it in
the name of the Lord. And I disapprove of that. Although, a person

has a right.

Q Yes, Mr. President, in the Points of Light
Foundation Campaign, I noticed that in the ads when they addressed
issues related to blacks that they focused on the issue of crinme.
And much of what comes forth in relationship to blacks has to do with
crime. And I wonder if you feel that there might be some
relationship between the fact that -- even when you ran the campaign
-- that when this administration talks about blacks, it talks about
criminal problems in our community that contributes toward police
brutality that they experience and the attitude that general society
seems to be validated that it's all right to deal in a brutal and
harsh way in the black community with folks who run afoul of the law
because that's the only way that they can be dealt with it.

THE PRESIDENT: No, I don't -- I hope that our
administration is not projecting that. When we talk about a tough
anticriminal crime legislation, I hope we're not projecting something
that's subtly racist.

Q It comes across that way sometimes.
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THE PRESIDENT: Well, then, we've got to do better to be
sure that that's not what -- because that's not the heartbeat.
That's not the reality. And what I'm talking about when we say, give
back the streets, I'm thinking about some people whose areas are the
most heavily afflicted by crime. And some of them do happen to be
from heavily minority-concentrated areas. And we ought to be
concerned about their safety and welfare. And so some of the things
we're proposing on our crime legislation -- with which you may agree
or disagree -- in my view, can be of enormous benefit to those
communities that have the highest incidence of crime. But if we're
in any way projecting that it's racist, I reject it.

You see, I've never agreed -- I've never accepted the
charge made by some people that don't know the facts about Willie
Horton. Willie Horton was a man who brutalized people and was
condemned by the community, was sentenced to jail, happened to be
black, and was exposed after he got out of jail for doing it all over
again. It doesn't matter whether he's black or white. This is not
good for our society. And the people that won the Pulitzer Prize up
there, from a little town -- what was the paper, John?

GOVERNOR SUNUNU: Lawrence, Massachusetts.

THE PRESIDENT: Lawrence. And they brought that to the
attention of the people. And we never ran a Willie Horton ad;
although, people think we did. But the idea that a person can go out
and rape and then go into jail and then come out and do it again, and
that anybody that brings that out is racist, I'm sorry, I disagree
with that. So I've always felt a little stung by that. But if
there's a feeling abroad that anything we're talking about -- and if
you think that these ads had a racist overtone, then we've got to do
better, because there's nothing like that all. These are not done by
the administration; they're done by one of the most sensitive
advertising agencies in the country, and one of the biggest. But I
just am glad to have this opportunity to say there is no intention of
anything of that nature.

Q What new initiatives can we expect from the
administration in terms of the larger social issues that affect black
and poor communities?

THE PRESIDENT: Education.

Q Yes.
THE PRESIT7!T: We've got a marvelous new education
program. And I hope c-erybody here will look at it. We've got a

great new Secretary of rducation. And I hope everybody will look at
it. We've got an antidrug program: National Drug Strategy II that
followed on a successful one. And we're making some headway there.
The housing initiative I think deserves a lot of support, and it's
not getting it because a lot of people want to think the same old way
-- build more bricks and mortar. It doesn't matter that the St.
Louis projects were a disaster. We want to try again, build more
bricks and mortar. We've got a home ownership concept =-- a tenant
ownership concept and it's very difficult to get it through people
that think the same old answers again up in the United States
Congress. We've got beat in a committee the other day on it.

So I think in those three areas, you have special areas
of interest to minority communities in this country. And frankly,
I'd like to see them take a look at our civil rights bill and pass
that, instead of passing a civil rights bill that I am not going to
sign if it comes down here the way the last year did, because I don't
believe in quotas. But I do believe in eliminating discrimination in
the workplace, and that's what our bill is designed to do. But I
don't think many people have read it, because we don't control any of

the committees up there.
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But I think we've got a good program, but we need to get
it out better and get the message out better.

Q Mr. President, you just mentioned education. The
Wall Street Journal said that you truly might go down as the -- or be
known as the Education President by virtue of your decisions to ask .
David Kearns to serve as the Under Secretary of Education under
Governor Alexander. What changes do you really hope to see Mr.
Kearns -- a highly successful businessman —-- bring about in the
education system? And do you think he, together with Secretary
Alexander, can really deal with the NEA and others who might resist
change and provide parents with more leeway in the choice of where
they send their children to school?

THE PRESIDENT: VYes, I think they can cope with the NEA.
And the NEA ought to think anew. They ought to do like I'm trying to
do, say this program might not work. What will work? Let's try
something different. It is a shame that we are spending more money
per capita than all but two countries on education, and we're way the
heck down in the bottom. It isn't throwing money out there is the
answer to it. And so what I think is, the national governor's met --
liberal, conservative, Democrat, Republican -- and agreed on a
national education strategy. Goals for the Year 2000. And this in
itself was a first, getting all those people together. And a lot of
people sitting right behind me -- ooops, they've depleted the ranks
== (laughter) -- but they get great credit for having done this.

Now we've got a first-class team to try to implement
those goals -- or help the states implement them. But the NEA ought
to start thinking over again when it comes to testing, when it comes
to educational excellence, when it comes to more math and science,
when it comes to choice. Some pecple think that when you talk about
choice, that works against those in the minority communities, for
example. And it doesn't. It offers them the same kind of
opportunity that I had as a rich kid, going to a darn good, rich
school because my parents could pay for it.

And so we've got a lot of new ideas. And I'm a little
tired of the establishment up there and the NEA telling me that we've
got to try the old ideas again. We've tried them. And we're not
doing well in math and science. And we're not doing well under the
old idea of mandated programs. C

I have a lot more confident in Rochester being able to
take a school in the ghetto and turn it into a ‘great experience
working with these people from industry and giving these kids a reala
chance at a real education,  and thus, a job that is real with
~dignity. And that's exactly what's happening through this concept of
educational excellence and choice.

And so my challenge is, let's get the old establishment
to think something different. We're trying to do it. We've tried
that old approach to just double the money for Title I, II, or III.
And now the governors, many who supported that old approach, are
saying it's not getting the job done. And do it where you have a
chance for choice and excellence, and where parents can have a
greater involvement. Where the family doesn't have a parent get him

what they call a mentor.

And so, I'm all excited about it because I really think
now we've got this war over that took about six months of almost all
my time, I want to put the emphasis to help a guy like David Kearns
and Lamar Alexander -- to make this program work. And it's going to
be tough because some people are thinking the same old thoughts. But

we're going to try very hard. '

Q Mr. President, I'm John Q. Public sitting in the
pews and my religious leader says President Bush. What context can
the Gulf war and the other -~ policy =-- what context do you think the

American public should put the --

MORE
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THE PRESIDENT: Well, measure it like everybody else
does. They ought to weight that, they ought to weigh what the
political leaders say. But I mean, that's an individual choice. and

-I don't think there can be any formula -- and some people can be a
member of a church and they'll disagree with almost everything their
presiding bishop will say. (Laughter.) And be an enthusiastic

member of the church. And some can disagree on some of the
questions, some of the social questions I know that are troubling
members of the Catholic Church, and they've got to sort that out.

But, again, I think the religious petition that Steve
asked about is an important thing. But when I hear some guy come to
me -- just take the Episcopals, for example, Episcopalians -- and say
I speak for eight million Episcopalians -~ here's one that disagrees.
I don't know, there are probably others around that disagree on these
issues. The National Council of Churches will come in and say, we
represent 18 jillion people. Well, they don't represent me, and I'm
‘one of them. My denomination is part of it.

So I think -the American people have to sort through this,
but have respect for the leaders assembled in groups like the
National Council who predictably come out with positions. But I've
learned over the years, listen, sort through it. Make your own mind
up. == your own brain power. And then go ahead and do what you
think is right. But give it some weight, give it some prayerful
consideration.

I don't know that that's helpful to you, but that's --
everybody has got to sort it out. :

Q - Mr. President, you said a moment ago, talking with
Steven, that you were sorting through this issue of how much public
endorsement you should give to the Church, and so forth. I was aware
that the National Association of Evangelicals was critical of the
fact that you didn't acknowledge that God got us through the war.
And later, of course, you announced the days of thanksgiving. Was
that something that you were wrestling with during that time?

- THE PRESIDENT: No. Now, from day one, I was sustained
by faith. And from day one, I think our troops were sustained by
faith, and I know our commanders were. So there was never any doubt.
Maybe that's one piece of criticism I didn't see, because I thought
most people understood that. But when we had a national. day of
prayer it was because I felt that that power should be recognized and

mobilized.

T Similarly, when we declared a national day of
thanksgiving, which is coming up 10 days from now and it's across
three different days to accommodate the different religions, it .was
to say thanks to God -- not for winning, just for winning the war,
but for saving lives, helping us do what was right. And it gets back
to the concept of a just war. And I believe it. So it was all ‘a
part of that, '

I think President Reagan is showing up now. I'm sorry to
cut you off, but we've got to run. (Applause.)

END , ' 2:16 P.M. EST
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The Golumbus Dispatch

Faith in God, health
more important than
riches to Americans

W Findings of a recent poll
suggest greed and ambi-
tion aren’t as significant
as popular culture depicts.

NEW YORK (AP) — The Age
of the Yuppie is dying. Faith in God
is the most important part of Ameri-
cans’ lives, followed by good health
and a happy marriage, say a poll.

Forty percent of respondents
said they value their relationship with
God above all else, while only 2
percent said a job that pays well is the
most important thing in their life.

“That’s an astounding set of fig-
ures, it seems to me. It suggests a re-
ori€ritation, a cultural shift,” Wade
Clark Roof, a professor of religion
and society at the University of Cali-
fornia, Santa Barbara, said yesterday.

. The responses are part of a
growing body of survey data that
deflates the notion built up in popu-
lar culture in the *70s and '80s that

many Americans are mainly motivat-
ed by greed and personal ambition,
sociologists said.

“The people who are shocked
are those who believe this country is
more secular than it really is,” said
William McKinney, dean of Hartford

Seminary. “We’re in some ways an

incurably religious culture.”

The telephone survey of 600
adults was conducted Jan. 17-20 for
the Lifetime television show The
Great American TV Poll. The survey
by Princeton Survey Research Asso-
ciates has a margin of sampling error
of plus or minus 4 percentage points.

Diane Colasanto, who oversaw
the survey, said it is difficult to com-
pare it to other polls because the
question was asked in a new way. The

question compared faith in impor- .

tance with other concerns rather than
solely addressing the importance of
religion. But she said the results are
consistent with other surveys showing
the importance of religion.

“My guess is that this is not a
new phenomenon. It’s something
we've never looked at in this particu-

their lives. R

lar way,” she said.

Fifty-eight percent of the re-
spondents to a 1990 Associated Press
poll said religion is very important in
their lives, and 86 percent said it is
either very important or fairly impor-
tant.

Professional goals ranked at the
bottom of the things Americans said
are most important, says the poll.

In addition to the 40 percent
who said faith in God was what they
value most, 29 percent cited good
health and 21 percent said a happy
marriage is most important.

Only 5 percent said a job that

What matters to Americans

A survey conducted for the Lifetime television show The Great American
TV Poll asked Americans what they felt is the most impqr;am.thing in

A job that pays well 2%

Telephone survey of 600 adults (300 men and 300 women) conducted by Princeton ;
Research, Jan. 17-20. Survey has margin of error of plus or minus 4 percentage points.

Source: Lifetime Press Dispatch/AP graphic

A job that you enjoy 5%

.A'ha'ppy marriage 21%

The respect of people
in your community 2%

enjoy was most important, while
Ehegcroent said the mongyo they make
counted most. Two percent said the
respect .of people in their community
is most important, and 1 percent said
none of the values mentioned are
most important.

Roof, who is working on a book
on the “Baby Boom” generation of
Americans in their 30s and 40s, said
the survey results suggest the Baby
Boomers are maturing,

“I see it as a kind of a shift from
a me-generation, me-first, to a more
balanced set of concerns about sel
and others,” he said. “Something’
going on that’s encouraging,”




| Believe...

Americans remain strongly committed to traditional religious norms and beliefs.

Question: Here are some statements on a different topic. Please tell how
much you agree or disagree with each of these statements.

Mostly agree

H completely agree

o/

I never doubt the 8%
existence of God

87%
Even today miracles 1987 § 82%
are performed by -
the power of God 1990 B 82%
We all wiii be called 1987 § 81%
before God at the
judgment day to
answer for our sins 1990 81%
| am sometimes very 1987 80%
conscious of the
presence of God 1990 80%

1987

1990 (157

Source: Survays oy the Gallup Organization, 1987 and Princeton Survey Research Assoc:ates for
the Times Mror Center for The People and The Press. May 1-31. 1990

98  THI AnENCHNN ENTERFRISE

Question: Which of these statements comes closest to describing your
feelings about the Bible?

The Bible is the inspired word
of God but not everything in
it should be taken literally,
word for word

The Bible is the actual word of
God and is to be taken literally,
word for word

1 Other (vol.)/don't xnow

H The Bible is an ancient book of
fables, legends, history, and
moral precepts recorded by men

Source: Surveys by the National Opinion Research Center, latest that of Fecruar y-~oril, 1989

Question: Would you say you have made a commitment to Jesus
Christ, or not?

Have made a commitment to Jesus Christ

1978

1988

1990

Source: Survey by ihe Gallup Orgamization, latest that of June 15-17, 1920




Religion’s Influence

Nearly half of Americans now feel that religion is losing its influence in American life. They don't feel that way,
though, about its role in their lives, where it serves as an important guide.

Question: At the present time, do you think religion as a whole is increasing its influence on American life or losing its - 2
influence? 23
Percent (§°’é‘§’
ercen 2§ o
Q
100 $ f &
o o §
S8 >
. o = Q
70 Religion is losing its influence T £ ~
1962 45 31
60 1967 23 57
s . 1970 14 75
50 \ . N 1974 31 56
e T ———— . 1976 44 45

a0 D /\ _/->-<:£,__ 1978 a7 48
——.

e~ 1980 35 46

30 < 1981 38 46

1982 41 45

20' = B 6 B § 1984 42 39

Religion is increasing its influence 1985 48 39

10k ‘ on American life 1086 48 39

1988 36 49

0 | | | L | | | | I 1 1 | | | 1 1 | 1 | | | | | 1989 33 49

1962 1970 1980 1990 1990 33 48
Source: Surveys by the Ga'up Organization. latest that of June 15-17, 1990 ——

Question: How important is religion in your daily life—is it extremely
important, very important, somewhat important, or not at all
important?

Not at all important ———

Religion is extremely
important in
my daily life

Somewnhat important —

Question: Do you believe that religion can answer all or most of
today’s problems, or that religion is largely old-fashioned and out of
date?

No opinion —,

Religion can
answer all or

Religion is out most of today's

Question: Please tell me how much you agree or disagree with this
statement—"There are clear guidelines about what's good or evil that
apply to everyone regardless of their situation.” Do you completely
agree, mostly agree, mostly disagree, or completely disagree?

G 4% Don't know

Mostly/ completely

of date oroblems
Very important
“iSource: Survey ny CBS News/New Yor Times, latest that of Marcn 30:Apnl 2, 1920, " ~Source: 3 oy tne Gaiiup Org 1. jatest that ot yune 15-17, 1990.°

Question: What about a candidate who does not believe in God?
Would you personally not vote for him for president even if you real-
ly liked him and you shared his political views? Would you say defi-
nitely not, probably not, or you might?

= 2% Don't know

Probably not ——

disagree .
Completely/mostly Ncw? definitely

L - ~Aa ta f
agree that there are o voxejog a
clear guidelines ca G'da.le for
about what's qosd president who
o ¢ - gic not believe
e in God

Source. - oy e o Org 7. 1290 S Source: Survizy G, “arec v v ang P 5
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The last time I attended a Southern Baptist Convention was
in 1982. Too long ago. But never so long that I'd lose touch
with the rock-solid values of this community -- the qualities
that make it uniquely American. Strong but compassionate, proud

but not boastful, decent and giving -- bearing an enduring belief

in freedom, and an abiding faith in the power of prayer.

Everywhere you turn, it seems, American values are ascendant
around the world. Look to Eastern Europe and the Soyiet Union:
Places of worship long subdued and silent, forced underground by
the iron fist of the state -~ now reclaimed by the people,
joyfully emerging to proclaim their faith anew.

In Africa, in Asia, in Latin America -- your ministries
flourish and spread the word of God around the world.

And even in the heat of the Persian Gulf, nearly 200

' Southern Baptist chaplains reported well over 1,000 conversions

among the servicemen and women of Operation Desert Storm -- with
poncho-lined holes in the sand serving as makeshift baptistries.

Southern Baptists have been doing quiet but crucial work --
engaging in countless acts of kindness and compassion, spreading

the word of God and the undeniable value of religious freedom.

S
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You've held to faith where others have lost it -- gained in
humbers where others haven't -- made a difference where others
couldn{t. You prove that faith is a flower that can bloom
anywhere -- that no matter-how hard the journey, no matter how
high or humble the surroundings, God's 1ove'provides°

During the Gulf crisis, Barbara and I found guidance and
.comfort in prayer =-- and throughout the struggie, your prayers
susﬁaihed us. So I want to thaﬁk you all -- and ask that you
keep‘us~in your prayers. | |
_ And above all, after all the months of prayer and asking for
God's guidance -- I thought it important to thank Him for |
sustaining our nation through this crisis.

You know, for too loﬁg, too many have worried that we
Americans have lost our way. That the two.fundamental pillars
supporting this society -- our families, and our faith -- have
. been undermined. Damaéed beyond repair.

But in a'real sense, America is the one place forever being
rediscovered -- renewed in faith, and'feborn'in freedom.

Some now sense a return to the roots -- an end to the 60's
self-centeredness, the 70's cynicism, the 80's apathy and
"thirtysemething“ self-absorption. After decades of departure,
they say, we;re'rediséovering the core values -- our fundamental
goodnees and decency, our deliverance from apathy.

Some may call this merely another trend in the cross-
Eurrent of American life -- but you know better. You know that

we are, as we have always been, a deeply religious culture. -



Devoted to family and community. Drawing strength from our faith
in God. Not loudly, but in quiet ways and small acts of

kindness.
So while the cynics may sense some kind of "religious
resurgence" over the last two or three years, they've always been
a lagging indicator of American life. Most of us have never had
to get our faith in God back, because we never lost it.
f;,.i§?\ In a recent survey, 40 percent of Americans named "faith in

_“VrWlGod" as the most important part of their lives. Only two percent

poll i said "a job that pays well" was most important.
\at
?““//,¢M’ Far from being motivated only by greed and ambition,
Americans' broad river of faith runs quietly -- but deep rivers

always do. We would never claim to have a special place in God's
soul -- but we are better as a people because He has a hallowed

place in ours.

i;:”/””ﬁM The founding fathers thought long and carefully about the
L‘S {:‘:Jf?ie of religion and government in our society. It's no accident
S tﬁat among all of the freedoms guaranteed by the First Amendment
-~ freedoms of speech, of the press, of assembly, of petition --
the first was freedom of religion. That's why the story of a
_’/T’ﬂrwwwiittle girl named Monette Rethford, out in Norman, Oklahoma, is
iﬁsfif( getting national attention.
}:fi“ A fifth-grader in a public elementary school, Monette liked
Q-Z'Qﬂ to read her bible under a shade tree during recess. No teachers

involved, no disruption of school activities -- just Monette and
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a handful of friends who joined her, voluntarily, to share their
faith and discuss how it touched their daily lives.
Yet school officials told Monette her prayer group was
illegal on school property -- an "unlawful assembly." They
7—-*’”’”_”53;§ot that the First Amendment was written to protect people
against religious intrusions by the state -- not to protect the

state from voluntary religious activity by the people.

My friends, the day a child's quiet prayer group during
recess becomes an "unlawful assembly," law in America ceases to
make sense. \\ In that spirit, today I again call on Congress:
Pass a Constitutional Amendment restoring voluntary prayer to our
nation's schools. \\ Let's put people first -- and allow them
the freedom to follow their faith. \\

Putting people first also means making sure government
allows people to make their own decisions -- and that means
giving parents and families the power to choose the kind of child
care they want for their kids. \\

It means giving all parents -- rich and poor, in every
community, of every kind -- the power to choose the kind of

school their children attend. \\ Every family should have the

power of an alternative -- and through our efforts for choice in
schools, we want to put power in parent's hands -- because we

trust them to make the right decisions for their kids.
And something more: we believe that kids should be safe to
walk the streets -- any streets -- free from the fear of crime

and the despair of drugs.
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%T,unié” That's why, on March 6, I challenged the Congress to pass a
3/416\ tough Crime Bill in 100 days -- to keep our streets safe. Yet
_among all the items Congress put on their agenda for last month,
crime didn't even make the list.
If God created the world in six days, surely the United
States Congress can pass a crime bill in a hundred days. \\
Whatever we've learned over the last few decades, it's clear
that America is a nation that no longer lacks a moral vocabulary.
Ideals like decency and virtue are no longer subject to scorn.
And while every President learns the limits to the power of
the "bully pulpit" -- the power of your pulpits to pursuade, to
guide, to lead, is as limitless as God's love.
thrn So I'd ask that you hold fast to the Southern Baptist ideal
| of "a free church in a free state" -- to protect all of America's
'faiths, in freedom. In all we do, let us ask first -- are we
supporting that most essential unit of American life, the family?
In child care, in education, in crime legislation -- are we doing
‘all we can to preserve the twin pillars of faith and family?
only then does government by the people serve the people.

While the world's challenges seem to change shape almost
daily, our fundamental values remain constant. Our principles
endure.

We are, as ever, "one nation under God." No nation better
reconciles diversity of faith with unity of purpose. Of all the

sources of this nation's strength -- our love of family, our
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commitment to freedom -- none is more enduring or inspiring than

“//////ggr.faith in God.

Let me close with a story about family, about faith, and g
L
“labout freedom. It's the story of a Kurdish family -- Mikail and

; [ o - - - -
<ﬂ K# < f/;q o\//

| S

So hia Dosky -- who escaped from ver a decade ago. During

their perilous journey across the Turkish border, they became _ s
v / L [LGAL-a- wist [V

separated from thelr‘SZyear—old daughter Gelawish. Mikail and ’j

Sophia made it out of Irag, but their daughter did not.

After settling in America, Mikail kept trying to get his

N \./ _ ) e .,\_/
‘wggq 2 daughter out of Iraq, even traveling there himself, but to no
fqbﬂé avail. Just a few weeks ago, Mikail and Sophia got a phone call
(yﬁk'qyl from an American helicopter pilot in Turkey. The pilot had been
flying supplies to Kurdish refugees when he got a note from
V/” — r
Gelawish -- now hﬁ?&ears“Bld -- asking him to call her parents in
~ 3 ; & - 7
Eﬁ!ﬁ“:;l America. He did -- and Miﬁ\ail #ﬁk@dWﬂM& friends at the First Vv
G € > o1\ ¥ 7 ‘
&l L. O
(i w“ _ Baptist Church in Alexandria, Virginia ﬂ@ hel 1him get to Turkey L
" , Q" 4
ﬁ5yéo and bring his daughter back. After thousands of miles, thousands
37 avrrived -k ‘/
of days, and thousands of dollars, Mikail and Gelaw1sh4uziizspan,
Tv;e‘sdéx W‘?ﬁ"ﬁ amvl \/'Jé"c_ G
,////////459 back in Amerlc%4—— where years of sorrow widd=Pe wiped away v

with tears of joy.

What a testament to the power of faith, love, and hope --
all of which God provides in abundance.

In war and in peace, faith provides our solace and our
strength, our shield and our shelter. God's light leads us
forward -- bringing strength in challenge, grace in adversity,

solace in hardship, humility in achievement.
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So today and always, let us pray for God's continued

guidance: that His grace will sustain us -- as it has throughout

*

our lives -- in the challenges ahead.

Thank you all for ybuf leadership, your love, and your

prayers.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
May 21, 1991

MEMORANDUM FOR DAVID DEMAREST

THROUGH : LEIGH ANN METZGER
FROM: LES CSORBA
SUBJECT: 1991 - Southern Baptist Convention

"THE WAR I8 OVER."

"The War is over," declared the Rev. John Hewitt announcing an
end to hostilities against conservative Southern Baptists who
have won 12 straight Presidential elections. Hewitt is the newly
elected moderator of the "Cooperative Baptist Fellowship," a new
moderate/liberal splinter organization that announced it will not
challenge the conservatives this year in Atlanta. Peace has
returned to the nation's largest protestant denomination.[1]

Observers anticipate that no controversial issues will arise in
Atlanta. One church historian predicts a "love feast", while
John Dart, the religion writer for the Los Angeles Times,
predicts a "subdued meeting."({2]

Moderates gathered on May 11 for their own "shadow" convention to
follow up on a 1990 decision to set up a separate group. Some
reports have characterized this move as a "split," but it really
is a "splinter." oOut of 37,900 SBC churches of the 15 million
member denomination, only 211 joined the new "fellowship" last
year. Funding to the SBC cooperative program has actually
increased by 1% in less than a year. Contributions to the new
group have only been $1.6 million of a projected budget of $4
million for FY90/91 while the conservative SBC raised $140
million and holds estimated assets of near $17 billion.[3]

In 1982, President Bush addressed his first Convention at the
height of the controversy in New Orleans, speaking at the
conservative Pastor's Conference; an event that proved crucial in
developing key evangelical relationships which bore fruit in the
1988 primary and general elections. Last year's events
surrounding the SBC invitation did little to repair a damaged
relationship with some of our strongest supporters - but this is
probably a better year anyways. 1992 would be seen as too
political and tempers were hot in 1990. But in 1991, emotions
have cooled and the theological war is finally over.

1. See "Moderate Southern Baptists Set Autonomous Group Within
Denomination." (WASHINGTON POST, May 12, 1991).

2. See "Meeting of Moderate Baptist Unit May Hold Key to
Separatist Talk" (LOS ANGELES TIMES, May 9, 1991).

3. See "6,000 Form Rival Baptist Organization." (NEW YORK TIMES,
May 11, 1991).



BACKGROUND:
THE THEOLOGICAL ISSUE IN THE 8BC AND THE LABEL ISSUE

Labels are a real problem in the SBC. Some have characterized
the current leadership as "Fundamentalist" and others have
characterized the old leadership of the 60's and 70's as
"Liberal" or "Moderate."™ The conservatives want to be called
conservatives and the moderates want to be called conservatives
and the liberals want to be called moderates. The fact is that
most Southern Baptists are conservative people, 95% of whom
believe the Bible. [An overwhelmingly majority supported
BUSH/QUAYLE in 1988.] Nobody wants to be called a "liberal."
Some have said that Southern Baptist "liberals" are like
unicorns: Everyone knows what one looks like, but no one has seen
any. Or as some quip, it is better to be called an adulterer
than a liberal among Southern Baptists. At least adulterers can
be forgiven.

The issue in the convention has always been theological. Neo-
orthodoxy or theological liberalism began to creep into America's
seminaries in the fifties and the sixties. The SBC felt its
influence in the seventies when it became difficult to find
conservative professors at the six SBC seminaries and fifty
colleges. While SBC churches remained steadfast, many of its'
seminaries and schools flirted and began to accept theological
liberalism. [The Hollyfield Thesis of 1976 of Southern Seminary
confirmed that while 100% of all entering students believed in
God, only 63% of all graduating students believed so. While 96%
of all entering students believed the miracles in the Bible, only
37% graduating students believed so. While 100% of all entering
students believed that it was necessary to believe in Jesus as
Savior for salvation, only 53% of all graduating believed so.]

Bible believing Southern Baptists began to ask a familiar
question: "Why should we continue to give our offerings to
Baptist institutions that teach and promote something which we,
the vast majority of Southern Baptists, do not believe? We need
to organize." And they did.

Instead of breaking away from the SBC, Conservatives organized
grassroot Baptists and within 12 years returned the convention to

its roots. Today the SBC is the on;X‘Egi%%igg—ggggggtant_#
_denomination that continues to-grow in membership, Sunday School

enrollment and career missionaries. (The Yearbook of American and
Canadian Churches 1979-1989).
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Remarks of Vice President George Bush Before The Southern
Baptist Convention, New Orleans Louisianna, June 13,1982

I want to thank you for asking me to be with you this evening,
I've never spoken to 75,000 people before. I feel“a little
faint actually. This is guite an event and I'm honored to be
part of it. My.home is Houston, so I can speak with great
authority about Ed Young, and his marvelous influence.

I told Ed I would not be political, feeling that you didn't want
- to hear about deficits, interest rates, or the missile capabilities
of the Soviet Union.

I was contemplating what I would say, I got a letter from a
rriend, here tonight, saying "Baptists are wise enough to know
that America's future hopes do not rest upon the shoulders -of
political parties, neither Democrat or Republican -- but upon the

" shoulders of the Almighty God in whom we must trust.”

But since I do come from the world of politics or at least inhabit
that world for the time being, I thought I might say a few words
about a matter that is often. in the news, and perhaps often
misunderstood. :

There is a part of America that is wary of what it calls the
"Religious Right". A great many people, Republicans and Democrats
alike, including large numbers who are unguestionably conservative
on political issues, frankly fear that this Religious Right as they
call it wants to impose its moral values on American society as a
whole. :

Now if that really were the aim of the people in this country who
worry about the moral drift, concern might be justified. Certainly
_one can find among the statements of some individual spokesmen. 6f
this new movement, as among individual spokesmen for almost any
sizeable persuasion, ill-advised utterances to almost any desired
“fect.
sut I think careful analysis of the movement as a whole does not
justify a conclusion that the Religious Right has a serious
intention to impose its own moral activity in any way. On the
contrary, I think this awakened concern in recent years has been
an essentially healthy development in our politics. I think wisdom
counsels us not to fear it, or to condemn it, but to welcome it,



and I embrace the constructive contributions it can make to
strengthening the United States as one nation under God.

2t's remember that in the first place there is nothing in

_he least Un-American -- let alone unprecedented -- about
organizing politically in support of principles and policies
approved by those having a particular religious viewoint.
The long history of the Temperance Movement, not to mention the
more recent political involvenment- of such famous Americans as
Reverend Martin Luther King, Reverend William Sloan Coffin --
and many Protestant and Catholic Bishops and leading Jewish
Rabbis, to say nothing of today's heartfelt concern on nuclear
weapons expressed so eloguently by many religious leaders
make it clear that the famous wall of seperation between Church
and State is there to keep the State from interfering with the
Churches, nci to keep the Churches or individual religious leaders,
or ordinary church members from participating in our politics.

And, in the second place, let us recognizeé that the organization
of the Religious Right has been, in the strictest sense of the.
word, a reaction -- many would say inevitable and some would say
belated -- to earlier, highly controversial developments in the
history of this country.

Let us remember, without in anyway attempting to judge the merits
of these various complicated issues, that only a guarter century
2go abortion was a felony in almost every State of the Union

Jat the use of drugs was not nearly as widespread as it is today
.hat pornography, while available, was sold "under the counter"
and that the public standard in matters of sexual conduct, and
with regard to marriage, was notably different than many would
consider it to be today.

In such circumstances it was surely to be expected that individuals
whose religious beliefs have been affronted by the striking social
developments of these past 25 years would band together to take
political action in defense of those beliefs.

Taught by my own church and by parents devoted to the teachings

of Christ, I for one deplore the weakening of the family and the
acceptance of the drug culture. 1In sum I deplore the condoning

of things I learned early on to condemn.

Others, with other beliefs, may disagree strenuously. That is
their privilege -- perhaps even their obligation. But the
process, point and counterpoint, is as American as apple pie.

It would be very dangerous for society to condemn, or to resist . :
_unthinkingly, the fundamental impulse represented by this point of 7~
riew. | For that impulse, correctly understood -- and however =~~~ T 7
" nperfectly it may be expressed or applied in some cases -- is simply
co bring this nation into a closer accord with the One from whom

211 blessingsflow. Just a few months ago, our President said,

"there is a great hunger on the part of our people for a spiritual
revival in this land". Our country was born out of a spirit of

renewal. We ‘as a people must make our country anew. It will not
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, that same talk the President went on to say that "many people
are praying and waiting for God to do something...I just wonder
if maybe God isn't waitng for us to do something".

Looking out on such a group as this one, on this extraordinary
expression of your faith, I think the renewal is well begun.

Aand I think of the words of Isaiah who said "They that wait

upon the Lord shall renew their strength; they shall mount up with
wings as eagles; they shall run, and not be weary; and they shall
walk and not faint". :

Thank you very much.

I B 2 2 B
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Power Bands

Repotts are coming in from all around the Southern Baptist
Convention about the use of tens of thousands of "power bands.”
The colored beads outline the plan of salvation and serve as the
beginning point for conversation about the gospel. The state
Baprist papers tell of wide distribution in the churches, at state
evangelism conferences and on volunteer mission trips. They've
been used in winning thousands to the Lord.

Here's a sample interpretation of the beads: Gold (God's Love);
Black { Sin); Red {The Cross); White (Cleansing); Blue (Bap-
tism); Green (Growth).

Roots: An FEarly Mission-
Minded Church

18th Century Baptist historian Morgan Edwards, describes the fruitful-
ness of a mother church in North Carolma By "Separate Baptist.” he
means churches which identified with the sweeping revivals of the era.
They distinguished themselves from the cold churches which did not stress
a personal encounter with Christ. These Separate Baptists were fore-
runners of ours.

"Sandy Creek church is the mother of all the Separate Baptists. From this Zion
went forth the word, and great was the company of them who published ic: it, in
17 years, has spread branches westward as far us the great river Mississippi: south-
ward as far as Georgia; eascward ro the sea and Chesapeake Bay; and northward
to the waters of the Potomac; it, tn 17 years, is become the mothes. grandmother,
and great-grand mother to 42 _ churches. from which sprang 123

mipiscers. . . | believe a h preternatural and invisible
hand works in theassem- /7, B hlies of the Separare Baptists
bearing down the human (fj £5sme mind, % was the case in the

primitive churches, [ Cor. xiv:25."

Last year, Southern Baptists baptized 385,031 people in the United
States. This wasa 9.7% increase over the previous year, 2 number
equal to the population of Albuquerqus, New Mexico.
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Southern Baptists at Home

1 Oakland, CA
q housing project near Oakland's True Vine

ptist Church was so dangerously drug and
crime infested that police wouldn't enter it. The
church decided to march around it seven times
and pray along the way. In the months that fol-
lowed, the project opened to the gospel. The
church also began door-to-door evangelism in
their neighborhood, using Here's Hope marked
New Testaments. This resulted in 1,200 conver-
sions, 700 in one day!

2 Burns Harbor, IN

he Burmns Harbor , Indiana, Seamen's

Center, ministered to the crew of the
freighter Capitaine Torres during their
eight-day stay at this Greac Lake porc. On
the way home to Taiwan, the ship sank in a
storm in the Gulf of St, Lawrence, A6l 23
men were lost. Except for a bricf fucling
stop in Montreal, this was their last conract
with land. One man had taken a bag of
Sunday School quarterlies for his mother ro
use ity her teaching,

3 South Carolina
he six South Carolina asso-
ciations hit hardest ty Hur-
ricane Hugo saw no decrease in

7 College Station, TX

n 1987, Baptist Student Union

members at Texas A & M Uni-
versity were burdened for revival.
They prayed all night for a special
touch from God. Since then,
almost 400 students have made
professions of faith, many of them

their missions giving despite the
devastation. [n fact, as they wit-
nessed the ourpouring of Baprist
concern from around the nation.
they were inspired to give more.

Aryear'send their Cooperative

Program contributions were up

6 Birmingham, AL

reached through one-on-one wit- -y ?: In 1986, WMU planned a Middle Eastern 23%.
nessing and *Follow Jesus" rallies, ,—:’ ' Yj} Farcign Mission study for December of
They've used the names of God in :',J /r;/\lqi\ > 19%C. Acthat time, they had no way of
the Bible as an outline for training > :§:{) ;3 knewing that Iraq , Kuwait, and Saudi Ara-
these new Christians, "J}_:\‘/ﬁ‘_ ' bia would then be the center of world acten-
% =2 tion ond that thousands of Southern Baptists
o would be on military assignment chere.
5 Cameron, TX 4 Texas
ameron, Texas, was a troubled town, suffering from a four-year drought, a hospiral 1,000 Texas Baprist vouth
CC[‘\ sing, job cutbacks and school difficulties. A number of Christians became con- 4g‘arhurcd at the flag poles of
vinced that the town lay under the remedial judement of God, Taking their cues from over 1,000 high school campuses,

the SBC cali for solemn assemblics, receiving help from the Lay Ministries Section of
Tuxas Baptist Men, and working from 11 Chronicles 7:14. a number of pastors sched-

uled a citywide prayer mecting ar the school cateteria. The call went out over the staffs, freedoms and churches.
radio and people of many denominations artended. That meeting and the cnes thar They asked God for cleansing,
followed saw an extraordinary cutpouring of the Spirit, wich confession, reclamation

There, they praved, thanking
God for their schools. teachers.

renewal, and the filling o the
Holy Spirit. interceded for their
tellow students and asked the
Lotd for boldness in witnessiny.

N and reconciliazion. Those involved saw no accident in the fact that the rains came

immediately, the hospieal was reopened and relief came in a variery of other sectors.



1 Moscow, U.S.S.R.
he Foreign Mission Board is assist-

ing in the establishment of a Bap- 2 Eastern Eurof

tist seminary in the US.SR. In ot long ago, it wo
response to a newly opened door, unthinkable that
the Berlin Wall would

Southemn Baptists are contributing both
money and personnel to help faunch
this historic enterprise. The seminary
will open in Odessa and then move to (g

=i

come down and that
new freedoms would
flood the communist
bloc countries. South
£ em Baprists are scram
bling to take advantage of thesc astonishing opportuniries. In the early goiny
\ the FMB allocated over $3 million for Bibles, lirerature, films, tracts, con-

struction, renovation and hunger relief. And plans were made o expand the
mission force in the region from 10 to 100.

'thre is God when your T
mission plane's engine T o T e

quits over the jungle? A mission- E g sp e )

ary based in Brasilia discovered i if, 1 . = ; - .

His providence in what followed. : DR ‘o ; - 3 Mombasa

A dirt landing strip appeared Do e g Tt e GG g el S n the Kenya Coastal
below them, and they were able ) Crusade, the Lord used
to bring the plane down safely. The engine wasa loss, so they were delayed for two missionaries, Kenyan Bap-
days in getting to their destination. If they had been on schedule, a resistant Indian tists and nearly 600 volun
chief would have been there to block their preaching. The delay allowed them to teers from Baprist churche

in the U.S. to lead 53,000
people to Christ in a four-
/ week period. In that same
/ time, 84 new churches we
organized.

arrive when he was away, and the gospel was preached urhindered. Romans 8:28.

4 Kenya
i the Kenya Coastal
Crusade, 500,000 gospel
tracts were printed in
Swahili. Without help from
missionaries or national pas-
tors, a group of 75 Christians

5 Persian Gulf emerged simply from reading
Nearly 200 Southern Baptist chaplains reported well uver 1,000 and sharing the tracts. Since

conversions among the military personne] involved in Operation no ehutch existed in their area, they decided to build their own.
Deserr Storm. Water-filled caskets and poncho-lined holes in the sand They wrotc a missionary asking what rhey should do next. He, o

served as makeshift bapristries. course, was able to bring them litcrature and guidance.
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Baptistry Art

For generations, Southemn Baptists have been inspired by
paintings and ornamentation on the walls above their bap-
tistries, Southern Seminary Professor William Hendricks is
now collecting and studying examples of this art form, working
from photos sent him from churches.

The art fails inte groupings. Many churches have a Jordan
River Holy Land scene. In other cases, the river and its setting
more nearly resemble one in the church's locale. Some feature
the figure of Christ beside the river. Others have no riverat all.
Instead they may display a dove in relief ora cross. More
tecently, we're beginning to see constructions of stone and
foliage down which real water runs. The varietics are endless.

Amonyg the notable artists i this tradition are the late Gracia
Halsted of Oklahoma, who painted more than 100 baptismal
scenes, and Phil Preddy of Louisiana, who has painted more
than 150. Here are a few representative sketches:

EN YOU
SEE THIS . . .

. ... You should expect to find people who
ate faithful to the Bible, faithful to Jesus
and faithful to God'smissionary mandate.

Southern Baptists.
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BAPTISTS

Southern heritage, global vision. Since 1963, there have
been Southern Baptist churches in every state in the
Union. And today there are Southern Baptist Missionaries
in 121 nations. Here you see Ted Sutton, pastor of Moun-
tain View Narive Baptist Church in Anchor<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>