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Preface

Religious fundamentalism can be manifested in many ways. All religious
fundamentalists have varying religious traditions, cultures, and histories. However,
despie these diferences,they share cetain gereral tendercies. That is, fundanerntalists
seekto preseve their religious heritage, they look to religious tadtions for guidarce, ard
they resist changing habits and beliefs in order to keep up with changing times.

This Air Command ard Saff reseach project exanmines he preromeron of religious
fundanmentalist pditical acivism from an American perspecive. Specficaly, it compares
two organizations within the religious conservative fundamentalist movement—the Moral
Majority ard the Chistian Caalition. The paperdiscusseswhy these organzations
involved themselves in poalitics, what direction their political activities took, and the
reasms for their succesr failure. In addtion, the paperseeks @ prove the theses hat
states: Whenreligious undanenalists involve thenseles n pdlitics, success diatesthey
sacifice their fundanenalist tendercies n order to gan pdlitical power, often to the

extent they can no longer define themselves as fundamentalists.
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Abstract

This research pgper analyzes, religious fundamentalism and its relationship to pdiitics
from an American perspective.

Chapter 1 defines the scqpe of the reseach, which consists of an amalysis of the
modern religious conservative fundamentalist movement. It compares the poalitical
activities of two organizations within this movement—the Moral Mgority and the
Christian Coalition. Chapter 2 providesan historical backgiound canceming the rise d
the nodem religious coservative fundanertalist movement. Chapter 3 aralyzes he
Mora Majority ard the canceptof coercion. Chapter 4 amalyzesthe Christian Coalition
ard the canceptof Union. Chapter 5 cancludes wih a sunmmary of my reseach findings

and conclusions.



Chapter 1

Intr oduction

Fundamentalis1: A tendency,a habit of mind, found within religious
communitiesand paadigmatically embodiedn certain representative
individuals and movements.

—M.E. Marty and R.SAppleby
Accounting for Fundamentalisms

All Fundamentalist movements, whether they be Ilamic or Christian, share certain
gereral tendercies. This is true despe diferences n idedogy, social composition, size,
organzaton, or influerce. The nost important tendercy is that they wart to presewve
their paticular religious heritage. In addition, they look to their religious traditions for
guidarce in deaing with problems, they do not propose rew ideas nor do they wart to
change their habits and beliefs in order to keep in step with changing times.

Fundanentalists, in order to preseve their distinct ard exclusive idertity asa group,
tend to enploy cettain strategieswhen they feelthenseles a their religious canmunities
are atrisk? One such dtrategy is to involve themselves in pditics. Fundamentalists take
political action as a way to resist what they perceive to be a personal intrusion of the state.

Martin E. Marty ard R Scdt Appleby, in Accounting 6r Fundamentalisi: The
Dynamic Qaracter of Movementsstate, that when fundanentalists play palitics, their
involvement may ewertualy atter their distinctive idertity to sucha degee hat the wad

fundarrertalism, ard what it connotes, may no longer apply.> What often hgpensiis that



fundanmentalists lose heir exclusiity ard, as a esul, erd up being a reflection of the very
society they have set out to charige.

If Martin and Appleby’'s proposition is true, why then do fundamentalists involve
thenmseles n pditical acivities, ard furthermore, once they have taken this step, what
determines their success or failure?

This pgper will examine these questions from an American perspective by discussing
ard compating two Americanreligious caservative movements, the Moral Majority ard
the Christian Coalition.

| have chosen to compare the Moral Majority ard the Christian Caoalition for two
reasms. Hrst, | wishto explore the canceps of coercion ard unon. These coceps,
developed by John Garvey in his essay, Introduction: Fundamentalis;m and Plitics,
explain the reasms why fundanertalist movements involve thenseles n pditics, ard the
direcion that their pdlitical acion takes. The Moral Majority’s pdlitical acivities seve to
illustrate the concept of coercion, which Garvey ddines as the rejection of religious
freedon.® The Christian Codlition is illustrative of Garvey's concept of union, the
rejeciion of the idea d sepaation.® Second, this comparison will help to explain reasons
why American fundanentalists, who became pditicaly acive, either succeedor fail in
achieving their political objectives.

Finally, my reseach seeks to confirm Marty ard Appleby’s theses astiapples ©
American fundamentalism. That is, that paticipation in pdlitics dters the distinctive
idertity that characterizesfundanertalism, often to the exent that they canno longer be

defined as fundamentalist movements.
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Chapter 2

Why Do Fundamentalists Choose Pditics?

Relgious undanenalists wart to preseve their religious heritage ard idertity. They
are exclusonist ard conservative, ard as such prefer to rely on their own religious
tradtions, rather than pubic pdlicy, for sccial guidarce! Why then do fundanertalists
become politically active?

John H. Garvey, in his essay Introduction: Fundamentalisy and Blitics, says that
in regard to religious palitical activism, fundamentalist movements can be divided into two
groups—hose hat reactto charge, or threas o atempt to charge their national religious
idertity, ard those that reactin oppaosttion to the government or government efforts
maintain or expand the public sphére.

An exanple of the first group, those reactng to atempts to charge their religious
idertitiesare the Haedim in Israel The Haedim consists of Jews wio obsewe a stict
form of orthodox Judasm. In this instarce, the fear of a rew scciety, dominated ty a
different religion or faith, or ewven worse, a saiety that becanes nore pluralistic or
secular, has caused them to become politically attive.

The ereny of these ypes & movements, ard the focus d their opposttion is usualy

a wel-defined group. In the case bthe Haedim, the group that they are gopasing is the



secudr scciety that threaers to extract the redenption of the Jewsh pe@le from God’s
hands!

The secad group, accading to Gawvey, reacs  internal charge aml government
efforts o expard the pulbic sphere in anexsting nation state without charging territorial
boundaiies® He includes in this category, the Mudim Brotherhood and Islamic Groupsin
Egypt, ard the pqoular revolution in Iran.® Movements in this category generally focus
their attention inward, on issuesof sacial reform. They view their ereny, not as a goup,
but asa way of thinking. In Iran, fundanmenalists were reactng to the idea @ philosophy
of modemizaion. The pular fundanertalist movement’s reacton to sewera decades fo
policies amed toward madernizing the courtry led to an overthrow of the shah. The
shais overthrow was a espmse b pdicies that fundanerntalists believed were
downplaying the Islamic aspects of Iranian religious idertity.

Exanmining Gawey s conceps from an American point of view, the modem religious
conservative fundanertalist movement fits into the lktter caegay. As Gawey notes,
since World War 11, the government, and in paticular the federal government, has been
seenas nterfering in areas peviously consdered pesonal ard private. This is a
paticularly sensitive issue in the area of education and family life.> The Mora Majority
ard the Chistian Caalition feel the government has given specal treament to secudr
society. They view their enemy as the idea or philosophy of secular humanism.

The tenants of secusér humanism state that “Every person is ertitled © his a her
own judgment conceming mora quesions, one $ould do whatever one warts within
reasonable limits; al moral judgnents are relative, based on the stuation; ard the relation

betweenalsdute mora claims ard eachperson’'s freedon is dialectcal ard tilts toward



the latter.”® Justasin the case 6 the pgoular fundamrertalist movement in Iran in which
government pdlicies drove modernization, United States government policies were
perceived as bang driven by secular humanist doctrine To conservative fundamentalists,
this doctrine is seen as downplaying the Christian asped@snafrican religious identity.

The degree to which religious activists choose to participate politically varies
accading to their religious dedogy, size, prospectfor successtype of government, ard
sccial structure. Also varied s the impactand the degee d successactivists have had in
bringing about their desired social chanfjes.

Garvey mantains that the pdlitical direction a religious fundamentalist group will t ake
generally follows one of three directions. The first direction is exit and involves totally
withdrawing from scciety. The secaod direction is coercion. Coercion rejects the notion
of the pullic ard private dstinction. The pullic ard private dstinction holds that the
government should only exercise auhority over matters that concem everyone in common
but should refrain from meddling in individud affairs.** Takento its utimate, coercion not
only brings religion into pulic life, but seeks to diminate the private sphere atogether.
The third direction is union, which attempts to charge he exsting scciety rather than ext
it or diminate the private sphere. In the case of unon, fundamentalists will attempt to
accamplish charge trough mears o compromise aml accoanmodaton.”* This paper will
focus o the canceps of coercion ard unon in its exanination of the Moral Majority ard

Christian Coalition.

Notes
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Chapter 3

Historical Background

In order to understand Gawey s conceps of coercion ard urion within an American
frame d reference, it is important to provide a bief historical backgiound of the modem
religious conservative fundamentalist movement in America. This background will trace
the movement’s evolution from fundamentalism to palitical activism and highlight some
reasons for why this has happened.

The rise of the modern religious conservative fundamentalist movement saw its
beginningsin the work of Billy Graham. William Martin, in his book, With God on Our
Side, the Rse of the Rdigious Right in America, states tat before Graham “The
religiousright was dominated by figures like Carl Mclintire, awar-horse who was good at
many things but best a spreading hae.”* Mclntire preacked a datrine that stressed ie
evil world was beyond redemption. As Garvey notes, religious fundamentalists will turn
to politics if they feel threatrned by government atempts to expard the pubic sphere.
Sulsequen to the 1950, conservative fundanertalists felt no real threat from secubr
scciety at large and therefore had little need b concem thenselves wth pdlitics a matters
outside their communitiesConsequently, Mclntire’s preaching went unnoticed.

During the 19505, a gemra trerd of pemissiveness appeaed D be growing in

America. To religious undanertaists, this trerd sgnaled a dsturbing moral shift that,



left unchecked, could lead © a spiitual degrioration in the Urnited Sates. Unlike
Mclntire, who preacted that the wald was leyond savng, Billy Graham thought that it
waswrong to turn one’s back an the wald, ard believed that Christians had a nora
responsibility to improve society.> This thinking serves to illustrate the first inkling that
perhaps religious conservatives were feeing mae compelled to venture outside their
religious communities and make their voices heard.

For the most pat, however, the pdlitical issues of the day ill focused manly on
foreign pdlicy rather than sacial reform. Americars wee urited n their efforts to stemthe
tide of communism regardlessof whether or not they were Christians. Isstes seh as
abortion, homosexualty, ard ary large sca increasen government interfererce rad not
yet emergedas hgh priority pditicalissuesd alarm fundanentalists. As a resuk, Graham
felt no need b involve mself pditicaly ard restricted his comments to the pulpit and his
political actvities to sccial visits at the White Hause. Grahamis messageesclewed
palitical acivism and spke d turning to the Bble aml religious tradtions as a way to
improve society.

It wasnot urtil the 1970sthat religious conservative fundanertalists made heir first
seious attempts to trarslate religious cawictions into sacial acion ard pditical power.
The tumultuous 1970sgave rise to a multitude d social issues ary of which could have
prompted religious conservative fundamentalists to forge their way into politics.

The issue maost identified with the modern religious conservative movemen is
alortion. Howewer, it wasnot the 1973 Supmme Court (of the Urited Sate9 decsion,
Roe v.Wade, legdizing abortion, that first sparked religious conservative fundamentalist

political action. Legidation adopted by the Carter Administration was the turning point



that spawred the first orgarnzed novement of religious caservative fundanertaists. The
legislation stated hat, in order to keep heir tax exenption, Christian ard paochal
schools mustprove they had not been established to preserve segrebation.

The religious conservative fundamentalist movement had previoudy consisted of a
conglomeration of individuds and organizations. All of these individuds and organizations
not only had thedogical differences,but differing issues ash levels of pdlitical involvemert
as wel. Howewer, the threat of Prestert Cater's legislation aganst Christian schools
galanzed the movements around a common ereny—the Federa Government. As a
result, individuds like Pat Robertson atempted to organize fundamentalists toward
fighting the Internal Revenue Service.

Pat Robertson orgarized Washington for Jesus in 1980. Washington for Jesus an
organzed narch on downtown Washington DC, took place am April 29, 1980. The
purpose d the march was b cal for moral renewal in America. The eert drew acrowd
of over half-millio n religious fundamentalists. While the march was advertised as spiritud,
it had ummistakable pdiitical overtones. Robertson called for a spiritud revolution and
political action that would turn the nation back from the brink of disaster.

Washington for Jess wes a lg swcess ér fundamertalists in terms o sheer
numbers. Robertson’s ability to successfully organize a mass movement of this Sze made
him realize the political potential of a well-organized fundamentalist movement.

In late 1980, riding on the sicces of Washington for Jesus Robertson used the
resourcesof his well-known tele-evangeist show, the 700 Qub, ard founded he Feedan
Courcil. The Feedan Courcil becane afast growing grasspots organzaion with a

budget of $5 million a yedrlt was able to reach approximately 15 million people a Week.
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The Freedom Council set out to promote what it defined as pro-family legidation.
However, its message amed toward establishing anti-abortion and pornography
legidlation, was defined within a narrow religious framework of good versusevil. Despite
a following of over 15 million people, the Freedom Courcil lacked the palitical
sophistication ard urifying grassoots stength needed @ successifily promote its palitical
agema. While fundanertalists might be regulary tuning into the televised 700 Club, arnd
serding in large dmations o the Freedan Courcil, thesefollowers represemed only a
small minority of the voting puldic. Followers without precincts and voters were not
enough to build a successful political movement.

Conservative fundanertalist sentiment wasspreadng rapidly by the erd of the 1970s
It appeaed hat the rumber of peqle concemed that private matters were becaning more
puldic wasgrowing. The expelierces gaied wih the Freedan Council opered he ees
of many religious coservative fundanertalists. Organzers realzed te pditical
possibilities available to an organization that could tap into this increasing wave of
religious conservativesentiment sweeping the nation.

Religious conservative fundamentalists feelings that their traditional way of life was
continuing to be pused asde ty the government, continued n 1980. Liberal paliticians,
interested in promoting legidation calling for such things as gay rights, legdized abortion,
ard relaxed rules caceming marriage ad divorce wee seenas catributing to a
breakdown of society and the American family. Liberal legidative changes continued to
fuel the fire that pusled religious coservative fundanertalists further into the wald of

politics.
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The Freedom Council did not have the following or sophistication to survive
politically. However, it would serve as the springboard on which the Moral Majority and

Christian Coalition would dive, headfirst, into the political arena.

Notes
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Chapter 4

The Moral M gjority

The Mora Majority, while short-lived, moved the religious conservative
fundanmerntaliss movement from a fundanertaist orgarizaion to a pditical one. In
addtion, the pditical lessans that leades d the Moral Majority leamned pawed the wayfor
the future success of the Christian Coalition.

The Moral Majority was led by Jery Falwell, a Rotesant Minister from Lynchburg
Virginia. The ske aml prospelity of the Mora Majority at the height of its pgoularnty are
a quesion of detate. Membership ard reported hudges vary depenling on whether one is
a conservative proponert or opponent. Howewer, the fact that it was a ery large ard
recognizable organization is undisputed.

The Mora Majority's pdlitical direcion took the route o coercion. Garvey defines
coercion as ‘the rgecton of religious feedan.”! He ditinguishes betweentwo typesof
coercion.

The first type d coercion forbids kgalzing sccial behavior for either religious or
secudr reasms. In this instarce, a saiety might accepta law or policy evenif it has
religious bundatons. Garwey sites the canpaign aganst pornography in America as an

exanple. Not only do consewvative fundanertalists suppat legidaton to control
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pornography, but ather groupsdo aswel. For exanple, secubr feminists suppat it, not
on religious grounds, but because they think it is degrading to women.

The secad kind of coercion atempts to forbid behavior that peqle canonly object
to for religious rasms. Accarding to Gawey, this represeis the utimate rejecton of the
pulic ard private dstinction becausetiseeks not only to bring religion into pubic life,
but to diminate the private sphere dtogether. He notes that ambitious hard-core
fundanentalists would prefer to stanp out al forms of dissem ard esgblish an official
religion for the condua of its pubic affairs’. The Mora Majority’s activities were
demonstrative of this type of coercion.

Oppments of the Moral Mgjority would algue hat Jerry Falwel’s pditical goal was
to establish an official religion in the United States and totally eliminate the puldic and
private dstinction. Proponerts, on the aher hand, would saythat his agemareflectedthe
views d sciety at large. | would algue hat Falwell did indeed éantoward the rejecion
of the pulblic ard private dstinction in his pditical pursuits. | would further argue hat it
was this extreme position that led to the demise of the Moral Majority.

Jery Falwell launched anaggessve arti-govemmert attack, proselytizing that the
increase n government power was eadng to the noral declne d America. In addtion
to issues of abortion, homosexudity, and pornography, the Moral Mgjority called for such
lofty legislation as legalzaton of voluntary sclool prayer ard alolishment of the
Department of Education.

The Moral Majority’sreasm for existence, as well as ts saial agema, certered on a
militant, Christian, Protestant ideology. Falwell though it impossible to judge the

goodness of alaw urless it was defined within a religious framework. Members could be
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viewed as pemle wio operate in the pulicly known evargeical ard fundamertalist
worlds, who see henseles as rambers o those walds, ard who usualy believe in
inerrant scripture, assertive evangelization and salvation through Jesus’alone.”

The political goals of the Maral Majority were defned within a famewak of
Scripture ard sef-righteousress aned at assuing followers a pace n heawen The lesis
for its political erdeavors revolved around the belief that God is acive in the wald ard
laws that govern scciety should be based o the Bble. Fawell interpreted America’s
decline in terms of God’s purishment being visited upon it. “God will not be mocked, for
whatever an individual or a retion sows, that shall he also reap. America 5 not big
erough to shake ler fist in the face ¢ a toly God ard get away with it. Sodom ard
Gomorrah fell under the judgnent of God, o0 did Israel Balylon, Greece,Rome ard
countless other civilizations as welf.”

John Garvey mantains that fundamentalists tend to make more radical demands when
they have a chance of winning. He dates that the degree of coercion they seek will vary
accading to the level of pluralism within the saiety.” Fawells belief that his large
following equaed to having the American voting public behind him hdps to explain the
brashness of the Moral Majority’s demands.

The Mora Majority appeaed © be unstoppalde duing the 19805 Fundamertalists
were credited with Ronald Reagan’s sunning defeat of Jmmy Carter in 1980. As a result,
they now felt they had, in Presdert Reaganthe palitical clout neededo outlaw alortion,
legdize school prayer, and end what they felt was religious discrimination by the

government.
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Fundanenalists swamed into Washington ard becane a vsible ard vocal preserce
on Capital Hill. However, once in office, the Reagan administration announced that social
issues would not be the priority, and few, if any fundamentalists were gppanted to
posttions of influerce. In addtion, pditical opponents, as wel as he nedia, began an
organized campaign to diffuse the Moral Majoritygswer and oppose its legislation.

Why, in spite of dl its power and influence did The Moral Majority fail to capitalize
on Reagais victory? Why was t sounsuccessfl in trarslating pditical captal into sccial
legislation?

Examining religious activism within an American democratic framework, it is not
suprising that the Moral Majority’s fundanentalist aggressveness &iled to acheve its
desred saial charges trough pditical acion. Three naor reasms sard out as
contributing to its failure.

First, Falwell’s ccercive tactics, adwocaing legislaton based sdely upon Protestnt
religious doctrine, made the American voting pulic uncomfortable. The Moral Magjority’s
palitical views reflected only a small portion of the overall pant of view d a dverse
religious Americanscciety. Patrick McCormick states n his paper Religious Right and
Wrong in Arnerica, “Giventhe rich tapesty of beliefs and churches hat has flourished n
American Society, it seers ludicrous b assure that religion has kut one wice n this
country, or even that believers agree on basic moral, political of social que&tions.”

Second, while fundamentalists might reject the private versus pubic distinction, the
majority of Americars do not. Even sef idertified caservative Protestnts, that should
have been sympathetic to the issues aised ly the Moral Majority, were uneasyalout

mixing religion with padlitics. This fact becane panfully clearto fundanertalists after Pat
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Robertson’s dismal pregdertial bid in 1988. Steve Bruce, in his essay, Fundamentalisn,
Ethnicity, and Enclavestates: “Mary preferred a secwdr pditician who had same of the
“right’ positions to a born agan tele-evangelist who had them al.”” Lasly, the Moral
Majority failed to acheve pdlitical successhrough coercion due b the fact that a stade
denocratic saciety provides he freedan for al peqle to paticipate in the palitical
process. It was this freedom that gave rise to the Mora Mgjority, but thet dso
contributed to its fall. Like physics, in pdlitics, every action results in an equd and
oppaosite reacton. The Moral Majority’s extrenme pcitions causedts goponents to react
The caunterassault of the left beganin the md-1980sard resulted n the loss of the Serate
to Denvocrats in 1986. The dficial demse d the Mora Magjority cane with Pat
Robertson’s presdertial deeatin 1988. Howewer, conservative fundamertalists pdlitical
fallures continued nto the ealy 1990s. Exanples of their failures are the Bush
admnistration’s reglect of its sial agemla aml the adwrse Suprenme Court decsions

concerning school prayer and abortion.
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Chapter 5

The Christian Coalition

Critics dechred the migious caservative movement dead afr Pat Robertson's
Pregdertial defeatin 1988. Howewer, asLarry Pah notes in his paper The Gowth of the
Religious Right, “What many people did na know is that Robertson used his bruises in
the pditical ream as scholmasters”® Pat Robertson gpplied the harsh lessons learned
with the Moral Mgjority and went to work to revitalize and remobilize the religious
conservative movement he result was the birth of the Christian Coalition.

The Christian Coalition made ts pdlitical delut in 1989. Whenit held its first meeing
in Orando Horida n 1989, it had fewer than five thousand members. The rally drew only
six hundred suppaters.” Today, it reports a membership in excess of 1.7 million, consists
of almost two thousaml local chapters acrloss te cauntry, ard operates o an amual
budget of $25 millior.

The Christian Caalition has ckaty moved toward the podlitical direcion Gawvey
defnes as umon, or anattempt to charge he exsting systemrather thanleawe it. Gawey
mantainsthat fundamentalists that move poalitically toward union do want to introduce an
element of religion into pulic life. Howewer, becauseliey see henseles as bing too
out of step with the surrounding society, they will moderate their damands in an effort to

achieve greaer pditical succes$. This is indeed tue n the case b the Chistian
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Caalition. For exanple, rather than pushfor a constitutional amendmert that protects the
unborn, the Christian Coalition’s srategy is to sek to overturn the Roe v.Wade decsion
through the appantmert of pro-life udges pasing pro-life laws at the date level, ard
through the dimination of tax subsidies for abortion. It dso has moderated its demands
toward pdiitical candidates and will not deny or suppat a paticular cardidate based on a
single religious issue.

Unlike the Moral Majority, the Christian Caoalition does rot defne its saial agenla
within a militant religious ideology. It speaks in terms of larger societal issues such as
taxes, crime, government wase, heath care aml financial secuity. These ae issuesthat
concem the averagevoter regardless d whether Clristian or non-Christian. Raph Reed,
the Executve Director of the Christian Caoalition states: “There are some padlitical issues
that the Bible addessesn principle. But most metters must awat the hereater before
they reacha final resdution.” He gaes o to say “Political victory, no matter how
fervently pursued, will not lead to the promised land”

Rather than waghng anarti-govemmen atack, Pat Robertson ard Raph Reedhave
realzedthat, in order to gan suppat for its social agema, the Christian Coalition mus
come to terms with American pdltical realty. A single group gperating in an exclusive
fundanmentalist world is not pditicaly effecive a viabde. As a resut, Reed ow states
that the Christian Coalition does not mantain a religious agenda, but a pulic pdicy
agema. It isanagemla hat he says represens “a marriage ¢ a sese d scocial jusice with
the practical world of politics®”

In an effort to gan legitimacy, the Christian Coalition has atempted to dign itself

with the RepubcanParty. Jdhin M. Swomley, Professo Emeritus of Christian Ethics, St.
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Paul School of Thedogy, ard Chairperson of the American Civil Liberty Union's Church
State Committee, makes a mich bolder staterrernt ard say, “The Christian Caalition is
cleatty functioning asif it were a pditical paty. It not only suppats ard ads cardidates,

but its gal is to take catrol of the Repultican Party.”’

Proporents of the Christian
Caalition would ague that Swomley’s statenert is one o liberal paranoia. Accarding to
Ralph Reed,the gaal of the Chistian Caalition is not to control ary pairty but, “to assune
the mle of a respasible phyer within the denocratic pdity, so that the wices &
Christians will always be heard in public discourse.”

The Christian Coalition has realized that its power lies not at the national level, but in
its ability to mobilize suppat at the gasroots. This grasroots drategy is proving to be
very succesful. For exanple, in neaty 500 bcal ard gate caiteds in which they have
ertered acioss he cauntry, cardidats backed ly the Christian Caalition have won more
than 200. Skipp Pateous founder of the Institute for First American Studies observes
that “All thesepemle theyre ekcing are gang to be working their way up. In 20 yeass,
if they aren’t stopped, they’re going to be running the couritry.”

The Christian Coadlition, has become a powerful pdlitica grassroots movement.
Unlike the Moral Majority, it has keenalle to trarslate its influerce nto votes. It is an
organzaion adeptand comfortable with circulating in the secudr world ard has kecane
skilled in the ways and means of pdlitics. However, in order to gan the level of pditical
power it now erjoys, it has hed to adgt a stategy of moderation, cooperation ard
accommodation.

The Moal Majority pursued anaggessve fundanenalist agemla kased upon

religious doctrine.  In comparison, the Christian Coadlition has tempered its political
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demands, broadered its saial agenla, ard aigned itsef with the Repubcan paty in an
effort to legitimize itself and reach a larger voting audience.

While all of the alove actons have strengthered he pditical power of the Christian
Caallition, it has beenat the experse d its religious undanenalist idertity. It has keen
forcedto abardon the fundanertalist feaures hat weakeed the pditical power of the
Mora Majority. The Christian Coalition’s interests are not aimed toward ganing divine
power, but pdlitical power. It is power not ganed by preacling goodness, but through
fundraising, lobbying, compromise and consensus building—activities not characteristic of
a traditional fundamentalist movement.

Raph Reed cautions that the Christian Coalition mug “resist the temptaion of
political power instead of blindly pursuing it.” However, an examination of its actions to
date indicates that this warning may have come too late. The Christian Coalition has
rapidly moved out of the kingdom of religious fundamentalism and is operating in the

realm of an Americanpolitical special interest group.
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Chapter 6

Conclusions

The fact that there are many ways in which religious tundamertalism can be
manifested is not surprising. All fundamentalist movements have varying religious
traditions, cultures and histories. Coupled with pdiitics, the relationship between these
movements becomes even more complex. Such a relationship requires we take into
accaurt the paticular form of government and scacial orgarizaton in which they are
operating as well as tradition, culture and history .

While there ae many differences,al religious undanerntalist movements stare cetain
gereral tendercies. Frst, eachwarts to presewe its paticular religious teritage. Secand,
eachlooks to their religious radtions for guidarce n deaing with problems. Third, they
do not propose rew ideas,nor do they wart to charge their habits ard beliefs in order to
keep in step with changing times.

In the past fundanenalists disdaned pditical involvenert. Howewer, increasing
government prominerce wihin our sccial ervironmert is perceived as a dagerous threat
to the fundamentalist’s religious identity. In resporse to that threat, fundamentalists are
turning to variousforms of pditical activity as a way to assure their religious survival. In
America, the political activities of the Moral Mgjority and the Christian Coalition have

been conducted using methodsaafercion and union, eadyielding different results.
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Compairing the direction ard degee d pditical success éweenthe Moral Majority
ard the Chistian Caalition, it is evdert that success whin a salde denocratic scciety
suchas te Urited Sates depetis ;n moderation, accanmodaion ard canpromise. The
Mora Magjority’s political agenda, based solely on religious doctrine and anti-government
sertiment could not suwvive in a homogereous scciety. In the Unted Sates, pele eat
dress, work differently, and believe in many different Gods In addition, there is the strong
notion concerning the public and private distinction that exists in this country.

The pulic and private distinction is far from clear constitutionally. Howewer, it
appeas to be peffecty clearin the minds d Americars that our Constitution drawsa clear
sepaation betweenchurch ard stte. The rotion of the pubic ard private spleres rolds
that “the government should eercise autority over those matters that concem everyone
in common (the pulic sphere) but should refrain from meddling in the affairs that mater
only to individuals, families, churches, etc. (the private sphére).”

It is the peceved distinction betweenthe pubic ard private spreres that makesthe
fundanmentalist’s viewpdnt appearcontrary to our denocratic way of thinking. A stale,
pluralistic, secuér and denocratic scciety like America fesists appying a datrine of
Christianity to puldic pdlicy, espe@ly ushg a stategy of coercion. Steve Bruce sates:
“In a religious pluralistic democracy, religious paticulars have to be confined to the
private world of the family and home The only religious values that can be dlowed in the
public square are the most general and benign banalities that everyone can éndorse.”

The Mora Majority roared aito the pditical scer like alion but wert out like a

lamb. Jery Fawel’s fundanertalist rhetoric ard tacics d coercion did indeedmove the
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American elecborate, but urfortunately for the Moral Majority, it was n the opposite
direction.

In comparison, the Christian Caoalition has closen a stategy of unon. It has
abandoned its fundamentalist identity, moderated its political demands and moved to the
middle. In so doing, it is fast becoming a strong political force.

Unlike Steve Bruce,who feek that religious paticulars reed b stay outside he ream
of political activity, Ralph Reed views the Christian Coadlition’s pdiitical paticipation as
nather surprising nor troubling. He gates that the Christian Coalition has “maingreamed
the voice of faith through its pditical effectveress, challenging the pditical system to
confront issues bmoral and trarscemert significarce hat might otherwise be ignored or
swept aside by purely economic reasohs.”

Raph Reed right believe that Christians are charging the saul of American politics’
but, he alko knows that this charge canonly be accamplished by poaliticaly powerful
Christians.

Marty ard Appleby's theses that fundanertalists involvenert in pditics canaler
their distinctive idertity to sucha degee tat they often can no longer be defined as
fundamentalist, is true in the case of the Christian Coalition. The Christian Coalition has
beenforcedto sacificeits fundanerntalist idertity for pdlitical power ard influerce. In so
doing, it has melted into the American pditical mainstreamard became one o the many

special interest groups that represent the essence of American politics.
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