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''RElilGI0N  AND OUR  ELECTION"

firing  the  last  election  campaign,  religion  figured  promin-
::±±gi ou:h:s:E: i;:rb:t£;:n  ±::gt¥6 nKS%n€£g  #:aR:3h:r&o£LX°%a¥£8L±c
in  the  White  House  led  to  bitter  and  violent  and,  in most  cases,
inaccurate  and  abusive  appraisals  of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion.
Additionally,   any  who  supported  Kermedy  were  open  to  attack  whether
they  were  Roman  Catholic  or  not.     I  shall  not  ever  forget  some  of
the  phone  calls  I  received  in those  days,  most  of  them  anonymous ,
with  their  fearful  and  sometimes  insulting  reactions  to  my  content-
ion,  in  a  public  address  and  in  the  pulpit,  that  a Roman  Catholic
or  anyone  else  had  a  perfect  right  to  seek  the  presidency.

Since  that  time  one  wonders  whether  experience  has  tempered
such  rash  judgments  or whether,  as  I  believe,  there  is  only  fract-
ional  improvement  in the  relationship  between  outright  intolerance
and  the  facts  as  they  are.

.This  time  the  campaign,  insofar  as  religion  is  concern.ed  is
different.  There  is  no  Roman  Catholic-Protestant  issue.    And  surely
Mr.  Goldwater's  Jewish  ancestry  logically  has  no  place  in  the  dis-
cussion.    had  still  the  matter  of  religion has  intruded  in  a
strange  way.

Even  before  the  nomination  of  Barry  Goldwater  one  of  the  most
±he  Christian  Gen_t_FEE,   broke

with  long-standing  tradition  and  editorially
respected  arid  widely  read  periodicals,

Barry  Goldwater  were  to  be  nominated  they  w6uid  not  support  him.
-I,I+    -+,*+a    -,  '+nl.I-|r ,--- CJ      '11__-._  __  ___    ___ __`      _

After  the  nomination,  ]he  Christian.  Century  consistently  followed
its  earlier  editorial  position and urged,  first,  that  Barry  Gold-
water  be  defeated  and  then,  because  they  warfuted  their  position
crystal  clear,  that  President  Johnson  be  supported.

At  first,  it  appeared  to  me  that  this  action  of  a  church  dir-
ected  publication  was  rather  unique.    Church  publications  and  Jew-
ish  religiously  oriented  publications  have,  in the  main,  taken  the
same  position  that  most  preachers  maintain:     issues  may  be  discuss-
ed,  moral  ixplications  of  policy  may  be  stated  from the  pulpit  but
personalities  as  such  or  a  political  party  as  sucb  should  not  be
made  the  subject  of  support  or  condemnation  from  the  so-called
neutral  position  of  a  preacher.    Though how  a  neutral  preacher  can
be  effective  is  beyond  my  understanding.

more , , , ® . .
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Ent  then  followed  a  remarkable  sequence  of  events.    Other

£!g;SFe!5::?eildo=tio=:igcf3:ghch=±:!in¥±fl#p!€iff£,fgrnot£:I
defeat  Of  Goldwater and  the  election  of  Johnson.    F¢11owing  this,
the  United  Ghur¢h HeraldGhurfficEffEF official  pthblica±ion  of  the  United

ialized  in  the  same  vein.    And  in  St.
Louis  726  Episcopal  clergy  and  lapren,  including  10  bishops,
issued  a  statement  attacking  Barry  Goldwater,  an  Episcop&1ean.

In  Our  crmi  faith,  the  Reeonstru€tionist  magazine  broke  a
30-year  precedent  and  editorlE  ly  asHaa=-€EFdefeat  of  Goldwater
and  the  election  of  Johnson.

Naturally,  a hue and  cry has  been  raised.    Ifihaat  right  has
religion to  mix in  polities?    How  dare  ministers  or  priests  or
rabbis  speak  in  behalf  of  a  candidate?    That  justification  is  there
f-or  religious  journals  to  editorialize  on politics?

Our  local  paper  reflected  some  of  the  reaction.    In his  regu-
lar  Column morrie  Ryskin    complained  about  the  pronouncements  of
some  I  have  already  mentioned  and  added  his  scorn  to  the  action
of  another  publication  of  the  United  Church  of  Christ  called Social

I+i     -_-__-i_-I-.-I ----

Action which had  declared  that  Goldwater had  ''set  himself  against
the  overwhelming  €onsengus  of  Christian  social  doctrines  enunciat-
ed  by  the  churches.''

And  in  a  sirfultaneously  printed  article,  David  Lavremce  said
that  laymen  are  complaining  that  they  do  not  a;ppro,ve  of  the  pQliti-
eally  motivated  sermons  of  their  pastors.    He  adds  ithat  while
religion  pleads  for  separation  of  church and  state  in such matters
as  prayer  in  the  public  schools,  the  religious  organizations  them-
selves  feel  no  compunction  to  refrain from  participating in  a
political  campaign.

Let  me  say  honestly  that  clergymen  group  themselves  on  both
si-des  of  this  question.    We will  let  them  justify  their  own  posi-
tions.    ithat  is  our.  position?

First3  the  issue  of  relation  of  state  to  church.    We  believe
that  the..state  {that  is  the  government  or  any  subsidiary  of  it}
should  NOB  have  eGarFROL  over  the  belief  ofzation For` of  any

any  religious  organi-
or  the  exercise  or  expression  of  that

belief .    Freedom  of  conscience  is  the  issue  here  arid  is  fundament-
al  to  the  Americari way  of  life.    If  however,  a  church  or  a  clergy-
man  or  any  individual,  in  the  expression  of  his  faith  or  otherwise
transgresses  the  civil  law he  may  then properly  be  brought  to
justice  by  the  state.

But  the  relationship  of  the  church  to  the  state  is  not  in  the
sane  ma]mer  as  that  of  state  to  church  as  columnist  Morris  Ryskin
and  David  IIawrence  would  assume.

C0rvTROL  over  issues  ofOr  legal
and  IV'

The in£:i:anne#:::±:r¥S i¥£eEffic.
state,

a  and  tooks,  the  pulpit  is  a means  of  putlic`
expression.    And  more,  the  pulpit  in  exercising  this  opportunity
to  teach and  to  erfuort  and  to  inculcate  the  religious  principles
Qf  a  particular  faith  into  the  hearts  and  minds  of  those  who  freelST

more.,...a
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come  to  listefi,  must  be  free,.    If  it  is  not  free,  it  is  powerless.
Since  the  days  of  Stephen  S.  Wise  when h€  refused  the  pulpit

of  ¥emple  Emanuel  in  ltew  York  Cii@r  because  he  was  ifif ormsd  his
preae]rments  would  bg  subject  to  the  pleasure  and  point  Qf  view  of
The  pulpit  Qomittee,  no  rabbi  worth  his  salt  and  n®  congregation
worthy  of  the  name  has  had  anything but  a  free  pulpit.

Io  be  "re,  judgment  is  involved.    And  the  preaLcher  mat  be
aware  of  his  resonsibilities  and  coappetent  to  exercise  them.    Po
say  in  our  tradition that  religion must  not  mix  in  polities  makes
no  sense.    FQr then one  could  with  equal  justification  say  that
religion  Ought  not  to  mix  in education,  or in family  life,  or  in
community  problems  ctr  in matters  of  war and  peace  or  brotherhood
or  race  relations.    This would be  to  say  that  religion limit  itself
to  anything  except  the  meaningful,  tG  prayers  but  flat  the  applica-
tion  of  them,  to  lofty  ideas  but  flat  their  pur8tiit,  to  rituals  butt
nat  to  the  good  lip e.

In  our  tradition  there was  no  such  thing  as  ''politics",  nor
any  such  thing  as  "religiontt.    the  prophets  of  old  spoke  the  word
£5tG8de£3±:g:¥eEng3I€:g3di±±e±3va£¥L¥u¥r£L±u€fdeap:;piiaationof

Religion  was

standards  Qf  goodness  and  rightness  to  ALL  0F  HUMAH  EREEHIENCE.

Therefore,  when  such  a vital and  critical matter  as  faces  us
in  the  election  ®f  our  countrylis  presidezlt,  religion  should  nc*t  --

d]anEeeat drfe not  --  hide  in  the  comer.    Religion,  any  religiofl,  arid  most
of  all  ours.  "st  face  gnich moral  issues  as  civil  1iberties,  social
welfare,  Control  ®f  atodc  armainents,  care  of  the  aged,  education
arid  the  like.    It  is  not  the  prerogative  of  the  pulpit,  nor  I  might
add,  of  anyone  else  to  thobse  on  a basis  of  superficial  ,or whim-
sical  like  ¢r  dislike  of an individual.    So  that  in the  case  of  the
Kennedy-Nixon  campaign  clear  endorsement  was  Out  of  place.    ¥hese
each  represented  honest  differences  of  policy wgll within the
American way  ®f  life.    But  when  pronouncements  of  a  candidate  run

counter  to  the  teachings  of  our  faith,  as  I  believe
E&rry  Goldwater  d®,  then  it  is  the  duty  of  the  rabbi

€tinsistentl#
those  Of  EL.
in his  pulpit  -  a-peaking  onlgr  far himself  {as  I  believe  it  the
duty  of  any  olerg]rman.  or  publication  to  say for hLe  faith}  to  say
SO,

Corigregants,even  as  readers,still have  freeden  of  choice.    Ho
religious  t3onpulsion is  involved.    9his  is not  a matter  of  control
but  of  opinion,  of  teaching and  of  exhortation.

In  this  case,  the  morality  of men  close  to  President  Johnson
is  of  greatest  national   oncerm.,  bnt  it  should  not  be  confused  with
his  persa.Hal  morality  nor  even veith  basic  national  policy.    We
can hoSe  for -  but  not  expect  -  absolute  virtue  in goverrm,ent
Service  no  more  than  in  this  ¢ongregation!    Wherever  found,  immor-
alitgr  must  be  e3cposed  and  rooted  out  iH  either party  or  in  angr
orgarfuz&tion.

But  of  infinitelgr  over-riding  Concern at  this  moment  are  our
`basic  gover]rmental  directions  and  philosophy.    Sadly,  the  ma5ority

more , , ® * t , ,
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of  congregants  do  not  heed  the  words  of  most  preaching*    Neither
are  any  cofistr&ined  to  heed  this.    But  to  preach  only  to  agreement
is  empty  and  futile.    To  plead  for  a  sane  approach  to  the  problems
of  our  time  in  the  broad  outlines  of  racial  eqttaiity,  peaceful uses
of  atomic  energy,  cessation  of  poltition  of  the  earth's  atmosphere
by  further  atomic  testing,  and  the  responsibility  of  government  for
AEL  "E  REORE,   rich  and  poor,  wise  and  unle&rn6d  is'to  Sta±e  a
sound  Jewish  approach  to  the  matter  of  government  which  represeflts
us  in no  different  ma]mer  than  it  represents  every  other  group  of
citizens  in  our land.

A  short  time  ago  the  Central  Conference  of  American Rabbis
issued  a  statement  on  the  election which was  adopted  by  the  Execu-
tive  Board  of  the  Conference.    Surely  it  is  obvious  that  the
membership  of  the  Conference  represents  members  of  both  political
parties.    Many  rabbis have  served  in high  capacity  in  froth  Republi-     ,,
can  and  DenoQratie  ranks.    E`it  the  rabbis,  nevertheless,  have  enun-
ciated  some  of  the  basic  principles  of modern  lif€  and  American
goals  as  seen  by  measure  of  our  Judaism.

These  issues  represent  the  past  and  present  best  thinking  of
our  rabbis  -  our  teachers  of  Jtidaism  &s  a way  of  total  Hfe.

In the  statement  is  this  phrase:    ftAS  an  organization  of
religious  leaders  we  neither  espouse  nor  Oppose  political  parties
as  such  or  candidates  as  personalities." ....

But  then  there  are  these  principles  declared:    't"e  Social
Seourity  system must  not  only  be  safe-guarded,  hat  we  believe  must
be  expanded  to  provide  medical  and  hospital  care  as  far  as  this  is
feasible  for  our  older  citizens ..... We  have  been  and  will  Continue
to  be  in  the  forefront  Qf  the  struggle  for  equal  political  rights
and  fair  economic  opportunity  for  Hegroes..„We  believe  that  a  sus-
tained  efft}rt  must  be  made  to  eliminate  poverty  and  unemployment  in
our  own  country  and  that  if we  are  to  prevent  the  Spread  of  totali-
tarian doctrines  efforts  mnst  be made  to  raise  the  standard  Qf
living  of  peoples  in  other parts  of  the  world  and    very  especially
Li;ndtE:tw£::£=eg:m±#gh:=:.foEh€h¥n3±:8r¥::±8¥Sngg3€i:€igfr;asfg££±£
carried  out  to  arrive  at  the  kind  of  settlements  which will  ultim-
ately  liquidate  the  Cold  War  an,a  lift  ithe  terrible  burden  of  arma-
ment  from the  shoulders  of  ail  nations  including  our.  ow±i.     .u.The
traditional  American  control  of civilian  authorities  ever military
decisions  should  be  kept  intact„„We  deplore  efforts  tQ  undermine
confidence  in  the  Supreme  Goiart.''

Such  principles  are  the  majority  collective  judgment  and
preaching,  if  you will,  of  our rabbis  for the  guidance  bmt  not
Compulsion  of  our  constituency.    I  believe  these  represent  the
attitude  of  Reform  Judaism  to  the  issues  of  our  day.

Were  I  still  a member  of  the  Executive  Board  of  the  Co]iferen¢e
I  would  have  urged  that the  logical  conclusion of  these  statements
would  be  a  repudiation  of  Senator  Goldwater  and  support  of  Presi-
dent  Johnson.    I  would  probablgr  have  been  defeated.    fit  sines
neither  the  Conference  nor  any  congregational  pulpit  requires

more,,,,,,
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mandatory  Compliance  with  the  view  expressed,   I  see  ''nentralismt'
as  ineffgctivenesE5.

Religion  is  politiosg  because  it  is  human  life*    Religion  is
education  and  ¢ormunitgr  life  and  private  life  and  business  and
profession*    Judaism is  0urt¥e£:t;g:L°€oV::E!;J o£¥rhg:#:g:Q=oour-
selves  a]nd  all  the  world.
these  is"es,  religion fails  us.

A_.  _i_¥!._1.¥Ltp±_i  FqLif`  +t  mu¥t  net  fail  us.     We  should  give  careful€onsiderat±cn  to  Our  va-€E  ri'fr5€d8=:-w  a-Tv  vu*v+th*And  on  the
i¥"es  iqyElved  this  ear,  only  fuean voting for    the  manS±:3=::t!¥dh¥:£:ifa:¢
our Americanism  and  the  tea€hirig;-6i  6inliitriT ----  "-Mayvalnes  dictated  by  our faith grids  our  choice  for  the

and  reverent
foasis  of  the
who  in  one*S
of  intedtiofis
the  basis  of
our  sense  of
good  of  all.

by, his  record  and  his  statement
th?  pr`iflSipies  of  life  which  are

then ,
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