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This in-depth article from the Los Angeles Times details the rise of Jerry Falwell, leader 
of the "Moral Majority", and affords a view of his philosophy in a Q & A supplement. 

Rev. Jerry Falwell 

The Prophet of 'Worldly Methods' 
By ROBERT SCHEER 
Times Staff Writer 

As his private jet begins its descent into Los Angeles, the 
Rev. Jerry Falwell is just getting to the exciting part of his 
Armageddon prophecy-when the Russians will be des­
troyed by nuclear holocaust, floods. hailstones, fire and brim­
stone, and "blood shall flow in the streets up to the bridle 
of the horses ." 

He reports that he discussed this with Ronald Reagan just 
before he endorsed Reagan's candidacy for President and 
that Reagan told him, "Jerry, I sometimes believe we're 
heading very fast for Armageddon right now." But candidate 
Reagan also told him he would do everything he could to 
stop it. 

Still, Fallwell, who is 47 and the father of three teen-agers, 
is not optimistic. "I do not think we have 50 years left. I 
don't think my children will live their full lives out." 

More Pressing Subject 

However, by the time the plane lands, the reverend is back 
on the more pressing subject of the day, which is his claim 
that Penthouse magazine tricked him into an interview. Then, 
too, there's the problem of purchasing $700 worth of gasoline 
for his plane when "we've got every card except Texaco and 
wouldn't you know that's the only one they take up here." 
After his aides fail in this negotiation, Falwell strides pur­
posefully into the charter terminal and gets them to accept 
his personal check. He seems even more upset about having 
his credit challenged than by his appearance in Penthouse 
magazine or the prospect of Armageddon. 

At the Los Angeles airport , a limousine is waiting to take 
him to the Beverly Hilton Hotel and later to an appearance 
on the Merv Griffin show. Falwell had been up that morning 
at 4 o'clock in his Portland motel room, waiting for a call 
from the "Today" show in New York that never came. He 
tell s a reporter that he has slept only one night in the last three 
and that he has flown 13 ,000 miles in that time and he has 
now got to "head back east to do the Tom Snyder show." 

In even the best of times , the Rev . Jerry Falwell , the pop­
ular Baptist television and radio preacher and chairman of the 
Moral Majority, is distracted by competing demands while he 
rushes about doing what he feels is God's work. 

His efforts include lobbying on behalf of the Moral Majority 
organization he founded two years ago, which claims to have 
been influential in the election of Reagan and which, at the 

moment, is determined to get sex away from homosexuals, 
out of the schools and off prime-time televi sion. 

He must also continue to raise the funds for and supervise 
a $60-million-a-year religious operation, and that alone would 
keep him crisscrossing the country, meeting with the faithful 
--or, as he puts it, "getting the word out." 

Getting the word out is what Jerry Falwell knows he is 
good at. He has been doing it for 25 years now and prides 
himself on his business acumen, organizational skills and 
mastery of the modern technology of broadcasting and direct­
mail fund raising. 

A visit with Falwell and his troops at his Lynchburg, Va., 
headquarters is affirmation of the reverend's oft-stated 
philosophy that the profit motive and private enterprise serve 
Chri stian values. 

At first glance, the world headquarters of the Rev. Jerry 
Falwell appears to be just one more prosperous new shopping 
center dotting the otherwise barren gray, wintry landscape 
surrounding the Bible Belt town. And, indeed, a portion of the 
solid, low-slung buildings nestled securely in the parking lots 
still are used for retail purposes. But once inside the main 
building, a sprawling warehouse, one encounters a beehive of 
activity reminiscent of those huge, intricate James Bond sets 
depicting the enemy's headquarters, with microcomputers 
humming, word processors clicking and cash flowing. 

Two and at times three shifts of hundreds of the faithful 
determinedly go about what the guide called "the Lord's 
work" of sending out fund-raising appeals and opening the 
thousands of letters that return with dollars and checks to 
support the myriad activities of the Rev. Falwell. 

Ever-Expanding Church 
In addition to having to purchase air time for his nation­

wide television and radio broadcasts, there·s also the cost of 
his ever-expanding church in Lynchburg with its Christian 
Academy, expensive television and radio broadcast facilities, 
the affiliated Liberty Baptist College on 4,000 acres up the 
road, maintaining a national network of traveling salesmen for 
the church and, of course, the seemingly endless array of 
posters, books, "Jesus First" pins and fund-raising letters 
that the Falwell operation spews out with a ferocious regu­
larity . 

The church claims to be Lynchburg's fourth-largest em-
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ployer after General Electric, Babcock & Wilcox and 
Craddock-Terry Shoe Corp. (A local joke has it that Lynch­
burg is famous for two products: Three Mile lsland- B&W 
designed the nuclear plant-and the Moral Majority .) Fal­
well's rel igious operation sends out 500,000 mailings a week 
at a minimum cost of a million dollars a year for postage alone. 
The reverend requires more than a million dollars a week in 
receipts for his religious operations, just to stay even, and as 
a result, the cash flow has come to be viewed as a thing sacred. 

When the cash flow declined two years ago, Falwell in­
structed the thousands on his direct-mail list that "this truly 
grieves my spirit. I also believe this grieves the Lord." But 
after the publicity surrounding his association with the Moral 
Majority during the last election season, the receipts on both 
the religious and political sides have come up nicely . Falwell 
has Jong appreciated the power of publicity . 

Until 1970, Falwell's entire church operation ran on a mod­
est $ I-million-a-year budget and he supervised all of the or­
ganizational details himself. For the fi~st 10 years, Falwell 
had relied primarily on appeals over the air to his television 
and radio audiences for his funding . 

New World of Fund Raising 

But then he discovered the developing industry of com­
puterized direct-mail appeals, and a whole new world of fund 
raising was revealed . Through the use of modern word pro­
cessors, Falwell is able to send out letters that appear to be 
hand-typed and personally addressed to an ever-expanding list 
of "Faith Partners" and other consistent contributors to his 
cause. 

Julie Hairston, religion writer for the Lynchburg News and 
Daily Advance, reprinted a typical exchange between Fal­
well's form letter and a widow in Oregon, which conveys the 
flavor of Falwell's appeal. The widow had become a "Faith 
Partner," pledging $JO a month-the minimum-while nurs­
ing her dying husband. Unable at that time to attend her local 
church , she had started tuning into the electronic evangelicals 
and made her pledge to become a Falwell "Faith Partner." 

In return, she received the following reply, signed by a ma­
chine's duplication of Falwell's signature: 

••At this moment, I (Falwell) am being forced to make some 
decisions that are literally breaking my heart. 

"And as one of my' Joyal Faith Partners , I knew you'd want 
to know irnrnediately. 

"I've just received the annual year-end analysis of 'The 
Old-Time Gospel Hour' television and radio stations. And I'm 
sorely disappointed to find that many of our stations are not 
self-supporting financially. 

"Since we have no other means of underwriting a station 
except through the support of loyal friends like you and local 
people who receive the station, it may be necessary to remove 
'The Old-Time Gospel Hour' from a large number of stations. 

• 'This truly grieves my spirit. I also believe this grieves 
the Lord. 

"And unless we can turn this situation around, I will have 
to stop broadcasting God's Word over these stations very 
soon-I may even have to cut the station over which you 
receive 'The Old-Time Gospel Hour' in your home ... 

"This is why I'm going to ask if you could possibly con­
sider making a sacrificial gift to 'The Old-Time Gospel 
Hour' ... And if possible send your full payment of $120 for 
1978 today." 
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This was follo~ ed a week later by a similar letter, which, 
like the first , was designed to appear as a personal communi­
cation despite the fact that tens of thousands like it had been 
mailed out. But that widow in Oregon indicated in her 
response that she was corresponding directl y with Jerry Fal­
well and no, with the IBM computer that had spewed out the 
letters she had received . On the back of one of those letters 
she had penned this response: 

"Dear Pastor Jerry, 
"I am so sorry you are so hard up for money for many 

things, especially for television time; yes, I will truly miss 
your Sunday morning service." She then went on to explain 
that her husband had just died and that as a result, · 'Pastor, 
I'll send you my whole Faith Partner's promise for this year 
now, but I won't be able to continue to send each month . I am 
a senior citizen and ! have only so much coming in . I am 
looking forward to getting my special giant-print Bible ... " 

Fund-raising letters like that one brought in $34 million in 
fiscal year I 978 . Falwell told The Times that he had collected 
more than $60 million last year and conceded that the publicity 
over his chairmanship of the Moral Majority aided the direct­
mail campaign. 

Local Antipathy 
The rapid growth of the business has brought some serious 

financial problems in its wake. and it also has brought Falwell 
enemies, including many of the local inhabitants of his home­
town of Lynchburg, where he has been the subject of a num­
ber of legal suits. 

In I 973, the Securities and Exchange Commission filed a 
civil suit ordering Falwell to stop selling bonds and to get his 
finances in order. The action stemmed from a $5-million bond 
~ale that Falwell's church had undertaken. As a result of th.e 
ScC action, a federal district court appointed five prominent 
Lynchburg businessmen to oversee the church"s troubled fi­
nancial mJtters. Falwell feels that he was vindicated, in the 
end, when the overseers were removed, but the incident has 
left others in Lynchburg with a less fav0rable impression. 

That negative feeling was reinforced a few years later by 
Falwell's involvement with a self-proclaimed Christian entre­
preneur by the name of F. William Menge . 

Menge had come to Lynchburg at Falwell's suggestion to 
join his church and became a member of the board. He also 
formed a series of businss ventures and stated: "Our motive 
is to glorify Christ ... We would like to inspire Christian busi­
nessmen around the world to step out and do God's work." 

Left a Bundle of Claims 
However, Menge is remembered more in Lynchburg for 

having inspired ]?usinessmen around the world to step out and 
sue him and his companies. Two years after moving to Lynch­
burg and inducing local people to invest in his activities, 
Menge filed for bankruptcy. Two months later, last Septem­
ber, he died after being thrown from a tractor. He left credi­
tors-many of them in Lynchburg-with claims of almost $9 
million against him and his companies. 

There are other cases that some Lynchburg citizens love to 
dwell on. They range from the case of the contractor who got 
a lien on Falwell's Liberty Baptist College for several hundred 
thousand dollars of unpaid construction bills, which Falwell 
later paid, to the financial troubles of a minister's insurance 
company with which Falwell's church was associated. One 
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suit currently is being pursued by the Lynchburg City Council 
in an effort to collect municipal taxes on the 4,000 acres that 
Falwell's organization owns in town. 

There have been a number of complaints about Falwell's 
business practies and, as a result, the local mood seems to run 
largely against Falwell, except for the minority that belongs to 
his Thomas Road Baptist Church. The complaints range from 
comments that Falwell Jeans on local merchants to turn unpaid 
bills into contributions to the church, to the claim that he 
solicits money from the old that they cannot afford to give. 

Some Lynchburg natives grumble about what they claim is 
Falwell's opulent life style and they cite his past string of pri­
vate jets and his luxurious residence. The Falwell mansion sits 
conspicuously on a knoll bathed at night by floodlights that 
render the effect of a local White House . The house is sur­
rounded by manicured lawns, a large swimming pool and 
barking dogs all nestled behind I 0-foot-high walls that Falwell 
feels are necessary for his security but which many local 
people find offensive . 

It is surprising to travel to Lynchburg and encounter hos­
tility towards Falwell nearly every time the reverend·s name 
is mentioned, because Lynchburg is a conservative town in the 
heart of the Bible Belt. Yet in one discussion after another 
with townsfolk working at the airport or the hotel or tpe A&P 
supermarket that rents space from Falwell, there was criticism 
of Falwell's business dealings and suspicion of his motives in 
combining religion and politics. 

One of his critics, the Rev . John Killinger of Lynchburg's 
largest Presbyterian church, delivered a sermon last month 
titled, "Would Jesus Have Appeared on The Old-Time Gospel 
Hour?" Killinger suggested that if Christ had so appeared, he 
might have told the Thomas Road Church ministers: "You 
appear to be very religious before your television audience. 
But inside you are rapacious, unconverted wolves, seeking 
only a greater share of the evangelical TV market, without 
really caring for the sheep you devour. You take money from 
widows and children, promising the blessings of God. It is the 
blessings of God you take from them, only to build an em­
pire ... " 

But a visitor to Thomas Road Baptist Church might find that 
description a bit harsh . These days, Falwell seems somewhat 
eager to please-particularly in the presence of a reporter. 
While he clearly enjoys basking in the national publicity he 
has been receiving, he also carries the apprehensive air of one 
who may have taken on too much. 

'There Is No Conspiracy' 

He is defensive about published reports that New Right 
leaders such as Richard Viguerie and Paul Weyrich asked him 
to head the Moral Majority . "There is no conspiracy-I don't 
think I've had more than a couple meetings with those guys," 
he said . And he pointedly and frequently tells a reporter that 
the movement he heads "must now become more moderate." 

In his authorized biography, Falwell is described as tall and 
trim, which once may have been the case. But the figure that 
one encounters these days could more properly be thought of 
as pudgy, which makes him appear far less threatening than his 
critics would have it. 

And he is easy to talk with. His preaching in the Thomas 
Road church is more folksy than menacing, and once the 
cameras that beam his sermons to millions of viewers are 
turned off, he can become self-effacing and even kid around 
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about such secular subjects as the prospects for his favorite 
football team, the Dallas Cowboys . 

But he is equally capable of harsh rhetoric, as on that Sun­
day in 1977 when he had Anita Bryant stand alongside him at 
the altar as he called for a return to the "McCarthy Era, where 
we register all Communists." And this time he added, "We 
should stamp it on their foreheads and send them back to 
Russia." A year later, reporter Mary Murphy wrote in Esquire 
magazine that she heard Falwell sermonize that: ''If a man also 
lie with a man, as Jieth with a woman , both of them have 
surely committed an abomination, and they shall surely be put 
to death. Their blood shall be upon them." 

Looking Back 15 Years 
Paradoxically, 15 years ago Falwell's was a strong voice 

raised against ministers who attempted to mix politics and 
religion. 

His venture into political activism with the Moral Majority 
stands in sharp contradiction to his condemnation in the 1960s 
of ministers like Martin Luther King Jr., v. ho launched the 
civil rights movement. In the early years of his ministry, 
Falwell was an ardent supponer of racial segregation-based, 
he said on his reading of the Bible-and scathing in his indict­
ment of those religious figures who opposed it. 

But even as he began to move away from the position that 
segregation was mandated by the Bible, he continued to con­
demn all efforts of ministers to change the secular world. In 
1965, in a sermon entitled "Ministers and Marches," he 
stated, in reference to the Bible: 

"Nowhere are we commissioned to reform the externals. 
We are not told to wage wars against bootleggers, liquor 
stores, gamblers, murderers, prostitutes, racketeers, preju­
diced persons or institutions, or any other existing evil as such. 
Our ministry is not reformation but transformation." 

He went on to add: "Believing the Bible as I do, I would 
find it impossible to stop preaching the pure saving gospel of 
Jesus Christ, and begin doing anything else-including fight­
ing communism or participating in civil rights reforms ... I be­
lieve that if we spent enough effort trying to clean up state and 
churches, rather than trying to clean up state and national 
governments, we would do well." 

Change in Approach 
Today, however, Falwell simply dismisses his earlier inter­

pretation of the Bible as "false prophecy." Instead of con­
demning "reformation," as he once did, Falwell last May sent 
a letter to all of the members of Congress stating, "I have 
observed the sinful state of our nation ... We all know about 
Martin Luther and his famous 'Ninety-Five Theses.' I have 
compiled a document of 95 theses which I believe could bring 
about moral reformation in America." 

One of the theses condemned wheat sales and low-interest 
loans to Russia and China . Another argued that "any attempt 
to weaken our defense systems is both an act of trea on and a 
crime ... " One of the Falwell theses held "that the free enter­
prise system of profit be encouraged to grow, being unham­
pered by any socialistic laws or red tape," and another 
supponed a balanced federal budget. 

There also were the Falwell standards, such as the husband 
being "the divinely appointed head" of a marriage, and homo­
sexuality, premarital sex, incest, child abuse and the equal 
rights amendment lumped together as being wrong because 
they are "anti-family ." 
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,--------------------------------------------------. 
He is quite willing to modify past statements , but some of 

those were made so recently and with such fervent certainty 
that his easy retractions or modifications seem almost flip. 

Falwell is clearly alarmed by a growing chorus of criticism 
of some of his activities and speechei.. When both he and the 
Rev . Billy Graham recently addressed a convention of reli­
gious broadcasters and evangelicals in Washington, D.C., 
Graham's remarks seemed directed at Falwell's style when he 
warned of "dangers" in the movement to spread the gospel 
through television and radio. Graham cited as examples of 
such danger infatuation with success, preoccupation with 
"perpetuating organization,'· excessive pride and reliance on 
"worldly methods" to sustain broadcasts . Falwell was stung 
by Graham's remarks and since has obtained a letter from 
Graham stating that he was not attempting to single out 
Falwell for criticism. 

The criticism must have been somewhat perplexing to Fal­
well, who prides himself on his mastery of "worldly meth­
ods" and loves, in interviews and even in sermons, to dwell on 
the paraphernalia of his fund-raising activities-his computers 
and mailing lists. He at times seems infatuated with the ex­
pensive broadcast technology that his organization has 
acquired . 

He can go on at length and in detail about the Arbitron 
demographic descriptions of various television markets and 
where his show stands in the ratings sweepstakes among those 
who practice the television ministry, as it's called in the trades. 

Father a Businessman 
The official biography, which Falwell will hand to a re­

porter after an interview over breakfast or lunch at the Lynch­
burg Hilton Hotel, proclaims that he acquired his business 
acumen from his father, Carey Falwell, one of the more pros­
perous businessmen in town, and that when young Jerry Fal­
well was in high school and at Lynchburg's junior college, he 
alone among his friends received a new car each year. 

The elder Falwell controlled the oil company that supplied 
most of the area's residents and businesses as well as the big 
local nightclub and restaurant where one could drink the booze 
and hear the sinful sounds of the Dorsey Brothers condemned 
by the Baptist ministers up the road. Falwell recalls that his 
father had no use for religion, like his grandfather, who was 
"an avowed atheist." He claims with a hint of pride that "it 
was my grandfather, not my father, who was the bootlegger." 

In the biography we are told that "Carey Falwell was a 
drinker" and died from cirrhosis of the liver. 

When pressed, Falwell concedes that the basis for his fa­
ther's drinking was his remorse over having shot his own 
brother in a feud over the family's business activities. This 
tragedy, so ripe for biblical metaphor, was enacted one morn­
ing in the Falwell family restaurant when the younger brother 
fired once and missed and Falwell's father then finished him 
off. It was judged self-defense but it left a permanent stain on 
the Falwell family name in the eyes of Lynchburg society. 

Mother a Moral Force 
Falwell extols his God-fearing mother as the moral force be­

hind his own development. Helen Falwell followed the Long 
Beach, Calif., radio preacher popular in her time, Charles E. 
Fuller, and Falwell recalls that i.he would tum the radio on to 
the preacher's sermons while young Falwell lay sleeping. 

While Falwell credits his father for his "business acumen," 
he states that: "l owe all my character to my mother, there's no 
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question about that. I owe everything I know about right and 
wrong to her. Mom was very authoritative, very moral, very 
much a disciplinarian. She taught us right from wrong from in­
fancy . Dad never took much time to do that son of thing but 
Mom did ." 

Yet Falwell talks a great deal about his "deep respect" for 
his father, that even though he was not a Christian, "he was a 
moral man" and "rightfully the head of our household." 
Falwell celebrates his father's strength and pre-eminent power 
in the family with an anecdote that he has used often. One of 
his father's arbitrary rules prohibited smoking in the house be­
cause he did not like the smell of cigarettes. Falwell recalls one 
vivid scene when his brother Lewis, eight years his senior, re­
turned home after three or four years in combat in the South 
Pacific during World War TI. As Falwell describes it: 

· 'One Sunday at noon, Mom and Dad and all of us were 
around the dinner table, and I saw Lewis reach into his pocket 
and pull out a cigarette . .. Just as Lewis struck the match and 
almost got it to the cigarette, Daddy, who was sitting at the 
opposite comer, never said a word but just reached over and 
hit Lewis right in the mouth, smashing the cigarette, and laid 
Lewis out on the floor. Without missing a bite, Dad said, 
'Nothing's changed here, Son· and went right on eating. When 
Lewis got back up to the table, he gave up cigarettes . We all 
respected Dad for that because he was very consistent on what 
he stood for." 

Naturally, in that environment , Helen Falwell did not raise 
an objection to her son's being belted, for she accepted that as 
the father's prerogative . As Falwell frequently points out, this 
was a time before the governme:1t started meddling with child­
ren's rights. 

Hers was a traditional role , as Falwell's biography notes: 
"Helen Falwell was always found at home tending to her re­
sponsibilities of preparing the meals, cleaning the house and 
clothes. and greetir,g her children when they came home from 
school. No doubt Helen Falwell's responsible care has a lot to 
do with her son's advice to today's women to stay in their 
homes and raise their families, and thus instill the necessary 
and spiritual qualities in their children ·at an early age." 

Much of the program of the Moral Majority centers around a 
modem rendering of the spiritual qualities gleaned fro_m Helen 
Falwell. The organization is very "family oriented" and inter­
prets that to mean being against the ERA and for preserving in 
all ways the traditional role of women in the home. 

This is not unusual in Southern Baptist fundamentalism , but 
Falwell has been criticized for having raised his views from the 
level of advice to his parishioners to a matter of state policy to 
be imposed on all. 

Foreign, Domestic Policies 
He has also been criticized for combining the "moral is­

sues," which do derive directly from his theology, with ques­
tions of foreign and domestic policy, which are the subjects of 
serious debate among fundamentalists. 

For example, Graham, at the Washington conference, took 
issue with those evangelists who, like Falwell, have been beat­
ing the drums for a massive military buildup. Graham, after 
observing that the arms race is "a complex issue and I do not 
believe in unilateral disarmament,"' added. "But how can we 
be indifferent to the millions and millions who live on the 
brink of starvation each year while the nation~ of the world 
spend $550 billion each year on weapons?" 
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Falwell defends his tough stance towards the Soviets as a 
matter of biblical prophecy, which foretells the nuclear des­
truction of the world . That event is de~cribed in a mushroom­
cloud-covered pamphlet entitled , .. Armageddon and the Com­
ing War With Russia," by Jerry Falwell. 

In the Falwell prophecy, nuclear war will occur when the 
Russians--tlie "Rosh ' ' mentioned in the Bible-using horses 
and spears, battle the Antichrist, who by then has taken over 
the Middle East. The Russians will attack on horseback first, 
with wooden spears, because those are weapons mentioned in 
the Bible . Only after that onslaught has fa iled will they resort 
to nuclear weapons . 

Falwell's speculation is that the Russians at the outset will 
shun more modem weapons because of the future develop­
ment of metal-seeking missiles, which therefore heightens the 
usefulness of wooden implements of war and renders the Cos­
sacks and their horses invaluable. 

lt can all get ~omewhat technical, but those seek.ing more 
detailed information on "Armageddon and the Coming War 
With Russia" are invited by Falwell 10 join The Fifteen 
Thousand Club. "For your$ 100 gift, you will receive: Arma­
geddon book, Bible prophesy book, 8 cassette tapes by Dr. 

Q&A 
By ROBERT SCHEER 
Times Staff Writer 

In the following interview with The Times, The Rev. Jerry 
Falwell, leader of the Moral Majority, discusses his views and 
his organization . 

Scheer: A leader of the Santa Clara (Calif.) chapter of the 
Moral Majority organization, of which you are national chair­
man, was quoted recently as being in favor of capital punish­
ment for homosexuals . ls that your position also? 

Falwell: No, it is not. I don't know this gentleman. I have 
never met him. I totally disagree with that concept. I don't 
know that he said it. I, like you, read it in the newspaper but I 
would be very surprised and disappointed if, in fact, he does 
believe that. 

Scheer: You had a similar problem with the head of the 
Moral Majority in Maryland , which you did charter, who went 
after a baker who made nude gingerbread cookies. 

Fah+ell: Fortunately, it was less offensive than this Santa 
Clara incident. 

Scheer: If it turns out that this person is, in fact, the head of 
the Santa Clara Moral Majority, would you ask him to lc:ave? 

Falwell: 1 have no control at all over the Santa Clara Moral 
Majority. They organized without any technical connection 
with the national Moral Majority. In reality, it is a free-lance 
group. We do not object to what they are doing. We simply 
cannot endorse everything they do. And the statement regard­
ing capital punishment for homosexual acts, to me, is out of 
the question. 
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Falwell and a personalized certificate." 
If that seems a bit steep, the big blue bulletin board above 

the phone banks taking the hotline telephone call orders re­
minds you there is always the "I Love America Club," where­
in you agree to send $12 each month in return for " a monthly 
letter from Dr. Falwell, Hotline Report, Special News 
Periodical, Bicentennial Bible." For an additional one-time 
contribution of $50 or more, they will throw in the "Parch­
ment Christian Bill of Rights" and the "Beautiful Easy to 
Assemble Flag Kit." Now that does not entitle one to " Jesus 
First'· pins, but another sign on that same blue bulletin board 
titled "Jesus First Pins Code'· states that for $25 you can get 
two bronze and two gold "Jesus First'' pins. 

For critics who might find this all too commercial for a reli­
gious enterprise , Falwell brings up yet another pamphlet that 
one can !-end for: ··1 think the Book of Proverbs-I have a 
booklet on that subject- is the premise for free enterprise , pri­
vate property ownership, ambition, incentive , rewards , com­
petition , all of that. . . " 

Times researcher Nina Green contributed to this article. 

'Moral Perversion' 
Scheer: What is your position on homosexuality? 
Falwell: I look on homosexuality as moral perversion but I 

do not believe that homosexual acts should carry capital pun­
ishment, of course. 

Scheer: Do you think they should carry punishment? 
Falwell: Sodomy, in 49 of the 50 states, is a misdemeanor 

at this time. I think that is the way it ought to be. 
Scheer: But that's for heterosexuals as well. 
Falwell: Yes it is. Sodomy and adultery are misdemeanors. 
Scheer: You put homosexuality on the same level as adul-

tery? 
Falwell: Oh, 1 do . The act of sodomy and the act of adultery 

are both misdemeanors across the nation and both promiscuous 
immorality. 

Scheer: Are you at all worried about forging an alliance be­
tween the many people who commit adultery in this country 
and the people who are homosexuals? 

Fal\\ell: (laughs) I think they're a little bit incompatible. I 
don't think it would work. 

Scheer: Do you see any danger in a climate being created in 
which homosexuals become scapegoats? 

Fal\\ell: I don't think there will ever be any more witch 
hunts on any particular groups in society. That isn't to say 
there wouldn't be sporadic happenings, such as the Nazis and 
the Ku Klux Klanners can create here and there . But I don't 
think there will ever be a general uprising of anti-Semitism, 
anti-homosexuals, anti-blacks, anti-whites, that could cause 
national danger to those clientele. 
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Denying Scripture 
Scheer: As both the leader of the Moral Majority and a 

Baptist minister, how do you distinguish berween your politi­
cal and religious judgments? You often use the words "liber­
al" and "conserYative·· both in a religious and a political 
sense. Earlier you told a reporter liberalism failed . 

Falwell: Theological liberalism denies the inspiration of 
Scripture. Political liberali sm may or may not deny Scripture. 
For example , Sen . Mark Hatfield, whom I consider to be a 
friend , would differ with me on military matters . We would 
agree on the moral, the social issues , because he is a funda­
mentalist as it applies to theology. He believes in the inerrancy 
of Scripture. He and I would come to different conclusions on 
some political issues. That is both his right and mine as private 
citizens. 

Scheer: But some of the conservative religious groups, in 
assessing voting records--l guess it was the Christian Round­
table-gave Hatfield a 24% correct-voting record. If he thinks 
he's interpreting Scripture, he probably would give himself a 
JOO% voting record, wouldn't he? 

Falwell: I feel it's possible for sincere , dedicated Christians 
to have different interpretations on non-essential matters. 
When I say non-essential, I mean matters that have nothing to 
do with one's relationship to God. 

Scheer: Do you think there · s a danger of the New Right 
going too far now? 

Falwell: There always is . But I don't think the people that I 
know, who are on the conservative side of the spectrum, are 
radical or foolish. I think we all know that to do what our op­
ponents did-and that's go so far to the right that it's ridicu­
lous-will cause the same reaction a few years from now as 
has happened to them. I think what we have to do is come back 
to some reasonable middle-of-the-road position on the issues. 
There had to be some reactionary movement to slow down the 
liberal steamroller, because during the ' 60s and by the mid-
70s, the liberal perspective on moral and social issues was 
literally bowling its way through, and people on our side had 
to do what those people did 25 years ago. We had to become 
revolutionary. Once a line of thought is invited to the table, 
radical action is over and then one can express his views; so 
can all the rest , and the end result is that somewhere in the 
middle of the road there's an acceptable and reasonable com­
promise. And that has happened . 

Influence of Family 
Scheer: Were you a political conservative growing up in 

Lynchburg, Va .. and was your family? 
Falwell: Yes , my father was very conservative politically. 
Scheer: Did he support segregation? 
Falwell: Yes, my father was supportive of segregation and 

so was I, even in the early years of my ministry. It wasn't until 
I spiritually developed and matured , as I see it , that J came to 
realize it was an unscriptural position. 

Scheer: When was that? 
Falwell: Probably I 963, -4, -5 that I totally repudiated 

segregation . It was a carry-over from my heritage. I would say 
that 99% of all Southerners, maybe Northerners, too, but cer­
tainly Southerners-I can speak to that-were segregationists, 
and once we became Christians many of us were still in that 
cultural society-an all-white church and pastors who 
preached it as the gospel. I don't think they were guilty of 
racism. They just believed it was a scriptural position and 
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sometimes misapplied Scripture to support it. It was only as I 
became a real student of Scripture that I saw it's not in the 
Bible. As a matter of fact, the opposite is there . And when I 
began to repudiate segregation, it cost me . Many of my friends 
thought I was becoming liberal. 

'Not Preaching for Segregation' 
Scheer: But as late as 1965 you gave a sermon criticizing 

those ministers like Martin Luther King who were involved in 
the civil rights movement. 

Falwell: I preached a message on ministers and marches . I 
was not preaching for segregation. I was preaching against 
involvement in political issues, which, later in the osmosis of 
my spiritual development, I also repudiated . Obviously , I'm 
doing now what Dr. Martin Luther King did 15 years ago. I 
was under the illusion that everything' s going to work out, that 
the statement, " Religion and politics don ' t mix ," was bibli­
cal. I'd heard it somewhere . I just never asked for the book, 
chapter and verse .. . 

Scheer: You cited chapter and verse in the Bible that says 
that one should not get in volved. 

Falwell: 'Course I did. I isolated verses to challenge the 
preachers, to stick totally to the spiritual issues , that the church 
was to preach the gospel to the world, period. 

Scheer: You're not doing that now? 
Falwell: No, I'm not, because I feel that one is always 

maturing . I think the only dangerous point that any Christian, 
or particularly a minister, reaches is when he thinks he has 
anived and when he is no longer learning and maturing. 

Changing Interpretations 
Scheer: At that time, you were quoting the written word of 

God to support your position. Now you quote the written word 
of God to take quite the opposite position. That means it's sub­
ject to change and its meaning is not so obvious. 

Falwell: Scripture is not subject to change. 
Scheer: Your interpretation? 
Falwell: Interpretation of Scripture is very subject to 

change. 
Scheer: Is it possible that five years or five months from 

now you may reinterpret the Scripture in such a light as to 
think that maybe the ERA (equal rights amendment), which 
you now oppose, is not anti-Christian or anti-family? 

Falwell: No, I don't think that's possible . 
Scheer: I gather that one of your big battles today is over the 

content of television programming and movies. 
Falwell: We have joined the Coalition for Better TV--the 

Moral Majority has . In the spring, we're going to be monitor­
ing for three months every program, every advertiser, and de­
termine who are the worst advertisers, who really is paying the 
tab for the most offensive , risque programming. 

Scheer: But isn't the other side of the coin that the public 
must want this because they watch those shows? 

Power for Good, Evil 
Falwell: You can take a child here on the street and give 

him a little drugs and say, "This won't hurt you," and the next 
time give a little more, and it doesn't matter- government, 
media, pastors, teachers, have to be aware of the fact that 
they have tremendous power over people, and they can use 
that power for good or evil. And I think that the tele­
vision writers are not presenting life the way it is. Most of 
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them are presenting life the way they live it. and the way they 
want everybody else to live it. 

Scheer: How do you know that'l 
Falwell: Most of the progrdJTlming that's on in prime time­

not most , much of it-today has become very suggestive, and 
some of its bedroom scenes are common. The program 
"96"-we monitored that one the other night. 

Scheer: How do you know that's the way the writers live? 
Falwell: I don't know that-I said, that's myopinion. l said 

my opinion is that there are writers who are presenting life 
apparently the way they want it lived, because whenever you 
argue with them they'll say, "Well, J'm presenting life the 
way it is ." 

'A Reckless Statement' 
Scheer: The argument I hear is they're pre5enting life the 

way the public wants to see it, so they'll buy the advertised 
product. But you've made a pretty serious charge , in a way . 
You've said that they're motivated by the promiscuity in their 
own personal Jives. 

Falwell: Let me retract that. That prohably was a reckless 
statement. I have no way of knowing how they live . I can only 
say that somebody knows a great deal about that way of life 
who writes it because, obviously, they portray it quite well. 

Scheer: You often celebrate the market and free enterprise 
and all that, but isn't that what's given us pornography, pros­
titution, alcoholism? 

Falwell: I don't think there's any connection between the 
free market and, for example, pornography or abortion or 
moral permissiveness, those situational ethics . I think that 
those moral problems exist and flourish in every political and 
economic structure. Those moral issues have to do with the 
depravity of human nature. 

No MoYies in 29 Years 

Scheer: Last night you said you haven't seen a movie in 29 
years . Why? 

Falwell: I personally am not for the abolition of the movie 
industry. I chink Hollywood puts out some very good films. I 
don't have the time or the interest to pursue them. I would say 
the majority of the families at (Falwell's) Thomas Road 
Baptist Church and in thousands of churches across America, 
like the one l preached in last night, would likewise share my 
views on that. They've also come to the conclusion , as I have, 
that there are some movies that are very debilitating and very 
degrading. The X-rated , R-rated movies of today, I think, are 
very dangerous to the moral values of the country . 

Scheer: Obvious question-how would you know this if 
you'd never seen one? 

Fah\ell: I don't think you have to take the cap off a sewer to 
know it stinks . I Jive in the real world . I travel 6.000 miles a 
week . People tell me constantly what they're seeing. I read, I 
look at the advertisements of the movies, I read a great deal 
about what these movies consist of. A long time ago, I came to 
the conclusion that the trend was in the wrong direction . 
That's why 29 years ago I quit going. 

Scheer: What do you watch on television? 
Falwell: Well, I'm a ~ports nut. \1/hen I can watch a good 

ballgame, our family-Jonathan enjoys some of the programs 
like "Little House on the Prairie"' programs that have a good 
family emphasis. When they were smaller, they watched the 
cartoons. We watch musicals at times, of course the news, and 
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from time to time there will be a good wholesome movie on 
television which, for our family, provides a good opportunity 
to do something together. We would not average an hour of 
televi sion a day . 

Scheer: About your family-in your authorized biography, 
you state that your father was not a Christian. 

Falwell: My father's father was an atheist. My father, as far 
as l know, never attended a church in his life. He loved his 
children, his family, he provided for us well, he loved us. 
Three weeks before his death, a layman visited hirn-l was 15 
years old at the time. That layman opened the Scriptures and 
explained the Plan of Salvation to him . My father accepted 
Christ. I was not a Chri tian then, myself. I believe my father 
did become a Christian just before he died. 

Scheer: Was he ill the three weeks before? 
Fal\\ell: Yes, he was dying . He had cirrhosis of the liver. 

My father never drank where it affected his activities as a busi­
nessman. but he drank every night, every evening, and the 
doctors reported that it damaged his liver. My father was 
always true to my mother, as was his father, a very morally 
committed man . lt just had to do with his philosophy. 

Scheer: That's interesting-to be an atheist and still be 
morally committed. 

Falwell: I think there are lots of people like that. I have no 
problem believing that one can be an existentialist or an athe­
ist, a humanist , many of the things with which I do not agree, 
and still be a good moral , productive citizen and parent. It's 
purely a matter of philosophical disagreement. It has nothing 
to do with condemnation of one's philosophy. 

Scheer: How serious was his drinking? 
Fal\\ell: He'd come home and his first act after walking in 

the door was to pour a drink, hard liquor. And by 8 o'clock, 
he'd be asleep, in bed, he'd go to bed. So it killed conversa­
tion, it killed family fellowship at night, and that became his 
life style into the later years of his life. Get up during the night 
and do the same thing. And the next morning, except for the 
suffering from the hangover, up early and out to work. But that 
gradually slowed him down until it killed him. 

Scheer: Must have been something troubling him. 
Falwell: I think, frankly, that my father-I doubt if my 

father drank, l don't think he drank at all until he and his 
younger brother had a shoot-out and his brother was killed. He 
had a very wild brother and very unmanageable. They never 
got along , and two years before I was born, 1931, in one of the 
businesses that my father owned, his brother actually chal­
lenged him with a gun, and in an act of self-defense , he was 
forced to kill his own brother. There was no court hearing, 
there were no charges . But he never got over that. That was the 
beginning, my mother said, of his frustration, his drinking, 
and at times, after he was drinking, if he got despondent, his 
conversation would always center around that event. 

Scheer: Was your mother very religious? 
Falwell: Yes, she was very religious. 
Scheer: The point made in your book is you represent a 

combination of your mother's spirituality and your father's 
business acumen. 

Falwell: That's a fair appraisal . Most people who knew 
both of them make that application immediately, that your 
mother's warmth and love and humility, and your father's 
aggressiveness, are combined in you. And of course I have 
nothing to do with that-it's hereditary. 

Scheer: Turning to the future-in your pamphlet on Arma-
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geddon, you prophesy nuclear war with Russia. 
Falwell: We believe that Russia, because of her need of 

oil-and she's running out now-is going to move in on the 
Middle East, and particularly Israel because of their hatred of 
the Jew, and that it is at that time when I believe there will be 
some nuclear holocaust on this earth, because it says that blood 
shall flow in the streets up to the bridle of the horses in the 
Valley of Esdraelon for some 200 miles. And it speaks of 
horrible happenings that one can only relate in 2 Peter 3, the 
melting of the elements, to nuclear warfare . But I think , at the 
end of the church age, when the church is raptured , as we use 
the word, or cached out, then uninhibited hostilities will occur 
on this earth. 

Scheer: And Russia will be-
Falwell: And Russia will be the offender and will be ulti­

mately totally destroyed. 
Scheer: Well, the whole world will, won't it? 
Falwell: No, not the whole world, because then our Lord is 

coming back to the earth. First, he comes to take the church 
out. Seven years later, after Armageddon, this horrible holo­
caust, he's coming back to this very earth so it won't be des­
troyed, and the church is coming with him , to rule and reign 
with Christ on the earth for a thousand years. And then comes 
the new heavens and the new earth and eternity. That 's all in 
that book on Armageddon-that is just an outline. 

Scheer: But will it be possible for Russia to be destroyed 
with nuclear weapons without it destroying the world? 

Falwell: Yes , I don't mean that every person-Russia has 
many wonderful Christians there, too. The underground 
church is working very effectively in Russia, Red China. 
They're going to be taken out in the Rapture. The hostilities, 
the war, will be initiated by the Marxist cause, as we see it, 
because in Ezekiel 38 and 39, it mentions that Gog and Magog, 

even mentions Rosh, the Old Testament word , we belive, for 
Russia, and Mesheck and Tubal which we believe, today, is 
Moscow and the modem province of Tobolsk. It will come 
down out of the north--that has to be the Soviet Union-upon 
the midst of the earth-Israel and the Middle East-and so we 
believe that hostilities will be initiated by the Soviet Union . 
That's why most of us believe in the imminent return of Christ. 
We believe we're living in those days just prior to the Lord's 
returning. 

Scheer: By imminent, you mean a year or how long? 
Falwell: Nobody is willing, of course-we·re warned by 

the Lord not to set dates. The Lord said , "No man knows the 
day or the hour.'' Every religious group or leader who has ever 
set dates, I think, has dishonored the Lord and embarrassed 
themselves. It could be 50 years. I don't think so. I don't think 
we have that long. I think we're coming to an impasse . All of 
history is reaching a climax and I do not think, I do not think 
we have 50 years left. I don't think my children will live th.eir 
full Jives out, as I probably will . 

Scheer: Have you ever discussed these things with Reagan? 
The whole question of prophecy? Does he agree with you? 

Falwell: Yes, he does . He told me, back in the campaign in 
New Orleans- we were riding together, just the two of us , 
security officer up front, of course, with the driver-we were 
riding and he said , "Jerry, I sometimes believe we're heading 
very fast for Armageddon right now." But he said, "I am not a 
fatalist , I believe in human responsibility . I believe that God 
will respect us for making all-out efforts toward world peace; 
and that is where my commitment lies." That's where my 
commitment lies, too. The President is a man of great faith. 
He's a man who knows what the Bible has to say. That is why 
I trust him so implicitly. 

Reprinted by permission of the Los Angeles Times. 
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A warning against the dangers of simplistic solutions to complex social problems 
offered by the evangelistic movement is the focus of this article by the Director of 
Communications for the United Church of Christ. 

Reprinted by permission from Television Quarterly, Vol. XVII, No. 111, Fall 1980 

Old-Time Religion on TV~ 
Bane or Blessing? 
By REV. EVERETT C. PARKER 

T oday, ninety percent of all 
religion on television is 
commercial. Conservative 

religious bodies control 1100 radio 
stations and twenty five television 
stations outright, and they domi­
nate religious broadcasting on vir­
tually all the remaining commer­
cial stations. The gospel on TV has 
become big business. 

For example, Jerry Falwell of the 
Moral Majority is now seen on 320 
television stations. He modestly 
admits to a fifty -six million dollar 
take. Pat Robenson, with his 700 
Club and Jim Bakker with the PTL 
Club (People That Love), have what 
amounts to independent networks 
of TV stations and cable systems. 
(Both Bakker and Robertson claim 
to have the gift of healing.) Bakker, 
who owns some TV stations, is un­
der investigation by the FCC for 
allegedly fraudulent fund-raising 
over the air. 

Among the other TV evangeli­
cals are Oral Roberts, Rex Hum­
bard with his Cathedral of To­
morrow, Paul Crouch with his 
burgeoning Trinity Network and 
Robert Schuller with his Hour of 
Power. Billy Graham, still a major 
figure with considerable drawing 
power, has distanced himself from 
the faith healers and the politically 
partisan evangelicals. 

All together, these groups spend 
approximately one hundred and 
fifty million dollars a year on TV 
time, talent and production. This 
sum is greater than the combined 
missionary budgets of the major 
Protestant denominations. But­
"the take's the thing," and their 
combined income for 1979 has been 
conservatively estimated at half a 
billion dollars. 

There is little evidence that these 
"TV preachers," as the public tends 
to call them, are spending their 
tax-exempt profits on anything 
other than expansion of their broad­
cast operations (Billy Graham ex­
cepted) and projects that further 
their self-aggrandizement and po: 
!itical ambitions. 

Certain questions are in order. 
How did fundamentalist Protes­
tantism become "big business" in 
television? What would be a fair 
analysis of its scope, and the influ­
ence of its practitioners on the 
American scene? Where are its ad­
herents going, and what may be 
their impact on the rest of us? 

During the middle years of this 
century, the established Protestant 
churches were enjoying substan­
tial growth and raising large sums 
of money. Some of them looked 
down on the Evangelicals, dismiss­
ing them as simple-minded believ-

ers in an archaic dogma. But by the 
middle 1970s, history was making 
subtle changes in the American 
psyche, and technological devel­
opments in electronic communi­
cations began to coalesce in ways 
that fostered the Evangelical cause. 

Consider these factors : the in­
tense cultural shock of Watergate, 
OPEC and economic decline, ris­
ing crime, family breakups, the 
decline in the quality of public ed­
ucation. Fear and discontent were 
rife. Students of human behavior 
began to note a shift in attitude 
from "we thinking" to a con­
cern for "me first ." Established 
churches, which had led the move­
ment for social change in the 1960s, 
were less and less able to interpret 
changing values and to find mean­
ing and direction for a society that 
seemed headed for chaos. Amid the 
chaos, people began looking to re­
ligion-that old-time religion, as 
the cliche has it-for hope and a 
sense of direction. 

A second important factor in the 
Evangelical nascence was the elec­
tion of Jimmy Carter, our first 
"born again" President. By 1976 the 
Gallup Poll was noting the s~dden 
growth in the born-again phenom­
enon, with fifty million adults 
claiming they had experienced this 
form of conversion. (The figure has 
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since dropped to thirty million) . 
The willingness of Americans to 
own up to their fundamentalist be­
liefs marked a turning point for the 
Evangelicals. They became con­
vinced that their views were shared 
by a much larger proportion of 
American society than anyone had 
previously imagined. 

The third and the determinative 
force that has catapulted funda­
mentalism into prominence is tele­
vision. Our crisis-generated long­
ing for comfort and certitude­
especially among older people-has 
played directly into the game plan 
of the evangelicals. They have a 
message that is extremely simple 
and eagerly grasped : "Accept Christ 
and all will be well." The infalli­
bility of the Bible and the absolute 
moral views of white, middle class 
society are part of this credo. 

Television has conditioned 
Americans to accept a depressing 
mix of homogenized entertain­
ment and hard-sell commercials. 
Television is therefore the perfect 
medium for a simplistic interpre­
tation of Christianity that brooks 
no doubts about anything. Falwell, 
Robertson and Roberts-along 
with other TV preachers-use tele­
vision precisely as do manufactur­
ers of soap and soup and drugs . 
They have discovered how to se­
lect, out of all TV viewers, a spe­
cialized audience of some ten or 
twenty million. Using cheap satel­
lite distribution to stations as well 
as cable systems, they have carved 
out a little empire of the faithful. 
Hard-sell telephone calls and com­
puter-driven direct mail solicita­
tion has·made these men who pro­
fess to walk with God very rich 
indeed. 

Who are these followers? The TV 
preachers claim to be as universa l 
in their appeal as is the Gospel. 

They say they reach a cross-section 
ranging from teenagers to senior 
citizens. They also take credit for 
a record number of conversions. 

In truth, their shows are care­
fully designed to attract white, af­
fluent (or not so affluent) church­
goers, offering them simplistic 
solutions to complex social prob­
lems. This target audience is made 
up of citizens who traditionally pro­
vide the income for local churches 
and missionary enterprises. 

Independent research also indi­
cates that the basic audience for 
Evangelical programs is made up of 
older, less educated members of so­
ciety, people with low or middle 
incomes. Women, most over sixty, 
are predominant. Oral Roberts is 
their favorite. 

Devotees of this commercialized 
religion usually send money to 
more than one TV program. This 
duplication accounts for the in­
flated audience claims. The oft­
repeated figure-one hundred and 
thirty million viewers-may be out 
of line but the viewers who do tune 
in regularly say they feel a close 
relationship to the TV preachers. 
They also believe that their gifts 
are convening large numbers of 
people to Christ. Many who wrote 
to me after I had debated Jerry Fal­
well on television, saying that they 
appreciated the warmth and certi­
tude of the TV preachers in con­
trast to the lack of spirituality and 
the absence of Biblical authority in 
their home town churches. 

American citizens have a right 
to spend their money in any legal 
way they see fit . Television evan­
gelists apparently satisfy a hunger 
in their lives, a yearning not fed by 
their local churches. But other 
Americans have the right to ques­
tion the practices of commercial 

TV evangelism. Criticism is in or-

der on two grounds: the way TV 
preachers exploit a faithful trusting 
audience for their own personal 
gain and the danger some of them 
pose to our democratic system. 

I will not dwell on the distor­
tions of theology and the misinter­
pretations of the Bible 'that are the 
stock in trade of the fundamental­
ist TV preachers. I tend to wince 
each time I hear Oral Roberts 
promise that you need only to "ac­
cept Christ" to prosper in busi­
ness. I'm also uncomfortable with 
Jerry Falwell's view that it is 
"un-Christian," indeed wicked, for 
women to wish to control their own 
bodies and their own destinies. 

From a traditional Christian view, 
perhaps the greatest sin of the TV 
preachers is their pandering to the 
"me selfishness" of the fearful. 
They make the Gospel one~dimen­
sional, limiting its scope to the 
personal: happiness, prosperity, se­
curity. They proclaim Jesus as Lord 
but never mention the God whose 
kingdom Jesus proclaimed. Jesus 
warped, "Not everyone who says 
to me 'Lord, Lord' shall enter the 
kingdom of heaven." The TV 
preachers say, "Accept Christ and 
enjoy!" 

Even in those rare instances 
where social and political outreach 
is called for, it is to put an end to 
some humane activity, or to foster 
right wing causes or to legitimatize 
sexism, racism, police power and 
militarism. 

And let us not overlook this : all 
the commercial religion preachers 
are politically ambitious to some 
degree. Robertson and Falwell, in 
particular, are reaching for politi­
cal power. Their partisanship in 
the Presidential campaign made 
this clear. 

Since colonial times church and 
state have had a testy relationship. 
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The First Amendment plainly set 
the bounds within which the church 
and the state may operate in rela­
tion to each other. The task of the 
church is to deal with people's 
faith; the task of the state is to gov­
ern. The founders of the United 
States-Jefferson, Madison, Ad­
ams, even Washington-had a pro­
found fear of religion mixing in 
politics. The separation clause in 
the First Amendment does not deny 
the church the right to speak out 
on public issues. Indeed, the church 
has the obligation to uphold the 
quality of life and the humane val­
ues our forbears cherished and 
wrote into the Constitution . 

The church and the govern­
ment-without either attempting 
to function as the other-have an 
imperious common purpose : to 
nurture the welfare and the prog­
ress of the community. 

The church becomes a danger to 
democracy only when it attempts 
to exert political power to impose 
its moral values and its practices 
on segments of society who­
though law-abiding and honorable 
citizens-may not choose to live 
according to church dogma. Our 
government is for the whole peo­
ple. It will become a tyranny if it 
is made the agent for imposing the 
moral imperatives of one segment 
of society on all the rest. 

Jerry Falwell 's influence-and 
wealth-are dependent upon his 
ability to rouse and then to assuage 
the anxieties and fears of his fol­
lowers. Therefore, he must slay 
dragons and exorcise devils. It is 
not surprising that he sees only a 
terrible malaise in our society. Nor 
is it surprising that he limits him­
self to those "clear and simple" is­
sues that spark intense emotional 
response: prayer in public schools, 
abortion, the status of women, 

crime, communism. These are 
things he and his followers can get 
their minds and their anger around. 
These are colorful TV issues that 
play well. 

The terrible and complicated is­
sues-war and peace, inflation, 
energy, the Third World's pov­
erty-bear just as heavily on the 
fundamentalists as on the rest of 
us. But they do not lend them­
selves to the simplistic appeals of 
TV sermons. 

The Christian Right, with its vast 
TV resources, now demands loy­
alty oaths for political candidates 
and "right-thinking" philosophy 
for judgeships. Worse, they rate 
incumbents, not on their total 
records in office, but on their 
conformity to the so-called 
"Christian" stand on issues. The 
democratic system is put in peril 
by such practices. 

Non-Christians and members of 
established churches have been 
struck by the way TV preachers­
especially the Moral Majority ora­
tors-act as if they had a monopoly 
on- morality, implying that Jews, 
Catholics and others belong ·to an 
immoral minority. They pointedly 
ignore the moral directives of the 
prophets to the rulers of Israel as 
well as the summation by Jesus of 
Christian morality as stated in the 
Book of Matthew: "I was hungry 
and you gave me food; thirsty and 
you gave me drink; naked, and you 
clothed me; sick, and in prison, 
and you visited me." 

Because of television's impact, it 
is possible that we have over-esti­
mated the influence of the evan­
gelicals as a political force . One 
test of power is the amount of 
money they can generate from 
viewers. The five major religious 
programs took in five hundred mil­
lion dollars in 1979. This is vastly 
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lower in real dollars than the two 
hundred million generated by the 
five leading radio preachers back 
in 1942. 

Rev. Dr. Everett Parker is direc­
tor of the Office of Communica ­
tion , United Church of Christ, in 
New York. 

The preceding article is adapted 
from the Helen Oliver Memorial 
Lecture delivered by Dr. Parker in 
October at the First Congrega­
tional Church of Portland, Oregon. 
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Professors Robert S. Alley and Irby Brown assess the impact of the evangelical right in 
this article from Emmy magazine and find that it would "narrow the American dream, 
invade individual privacy in the name of morality and generally seek to impose their 
own definitions upon us all." 

ESSAY 

The 1nost critical 
and sensitive spot 
in the ethics of 
111ass com111unications 
is the use of these 
111edia for the 
manipulation of 
people-specifically 
the manipulation of 
people for their 
own good. 

by Robert S. Alley 
and Irby B. Brown 

the 
ORAL 
ONO OLY 
W HAT IF a chari smatic reli­

gious celebri ry were a hie 
to turn the minds of mil­
lions of television vinvers 

toward a narrowly defined deity' What if 
that same evangelist were capab le of 
transferring a widely held American pub­
lic hel ief in God into a commitment to his 
own particular tht"ological persuasion? 
And finally, what if the general accep t­
ance of a di,·ine authority were 10 pass 10 a 
disciple, a "chmen" evangelist who pos­
sessed a specific political agenda' A 
scenario for John Mant!ey in his Buck 
Rogers series' A Twilight Zone flashback 
to the 17th-cenrury Ma ssachusetts Bay 
Colony? Although both are possible, it is, 
in reality, a clear signal of the potential 
that lurks behind furure applications of 
today's television technology. 

Indeed , the serious mood of concern 
that surrounds these iss ues was reflected 
in a speech h" Robert M. Liebert, pro­
fessor of ps~chology at the State Univer­
siry of New York at Stony Brook , when he 
addressed 250 religious leaders attending 
a symposium on the electronic church­
sponsored jointly hy the United Stares 
Catholic Conference and the National 
Council of Churches-a t NYU in Febru­
ary of )980. Rema rked Li ebe rt, "t-.•1ake no 
mistake about it: nothing less than the 
definition of Christianity is at stake in this 
holy war." 

The consultation itself was evidence 
that the "mainline" Christian churches 
were deeply concerned over the sudden 
succes,es of TV e,·angels. In the spring 
and summer that followed, rumblings 
among many Protestant leaders indicated 

an awareness of a clear cha llenge to both 
church mt'mbership and contrihurions. 
These unmistakable threa ts to pew and 
plate hJd f1nalh· prodded the Christian 
religious establishment to respond to an 
extreme biblical fundamentalism that 
now all but controls religious broadcast­
ing in America. 

Fair wJrning had been offered 25 years 
ago, h1rn c, er, hy at least one of rhe per­
sons al,n in attendance at that New York 
meeting. E\'erett C Parker, director of the 
United Church of Christ's office of com­
munic.11,ons, who collaborated in 19.SS o n 
an exhaustive study of conditions relating 
to religion and tele,·ision for the J\:arional 
Council of Churches, concluded in that 
year: "The most critical and sensitive spot 
in the ethics of mass communications, we 
believe, is on the use of these med ia for the 
manipulation of people .. .. The sanction 
against manipulation, we further suggest, 
extends specifically to the manipulanon 
of people for what is presumed to be their 
best interest." And the authors gave pre­
cise defin ition 10 their fears: "There is not 
as yet on the horizon of religious broad­
casting the program that will compare in 
'success' with th e mass evangelist of ear­
lier days. The danger is that th ere will be. 
The d~np.er is that some creative genius 
will dc,·clop the program that is so 'suc­
cessful' hy the standards of the commer­
cial user, of the media that the fundamen­
tal purpo,es of the Christ ian church will 
he ignored or denied." 

For the most part, the commercial net­
works have comciously sought to avoid 
-largely from self-interest, we imag­
ine-such manipulation of audiences. In 

TELEVISION INFORMATION OFFICE 
745 Fifth Avenue, New York, New York 10151 
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the sixties pressure from the FCC, adver­
tisers and vocal viev.ers tended to result in 
a certain hlandnes, in prime rime and an 
actual decrease in activism and ad\·ocac;·. 
Most network ex ecu ti ve, appea r ro have 
heen mild moderates lacking am· signs of 
missionary zeal or narionalisric mes­
sianism. Bur America was passing. in its 
mulriculrures. into serious confrontation 
with issues of social Justice, freedom and 
human right; , and hecause these nerworl.. 
people v.ere nor. as Michael ·mak noted 
in his introducnon ro the Aspen lnsn­
rure' s report T\ · as a Social Force. "a reac­
rionar\· or frankly illiheral class,'' there 
have hecn numerou s recent examples of 
programs concerned with these iss ues. 
Norman Lear's comedic art and the 
Smother; Brothers come readilv ro mind. 
Bur even in their advocacy of specific 
secular social values, rhese artist;. as well 
as manv other artists and journal ists. have 
been expansive, inclusive. carefullv a\ oid­
ing assertions that all citizen s must agree 
with their conclusions. They ha\ e en­
couraged instruction, not indoctrination; 
inquiry, not ideology. 

If indeed commercial television has had 
any consistent "message" since 19-18, ir 
has overwhelmingly been one of tradition 
and the support of establishment figures. 
And any mild criticism of, for example, 
the institution of big business that may on 
occasion have been presented in an eve­
ning's entertainment has been more than 
offset by commercials such as Bob Hope 
promoting the oil interests for Texaco or 
Frank Sinatra advocating the virtues of 
Chrysler products. But neither criricism 
nor support of free enterprise has consti­
tuted excessive audience manipulation. 
Even as TV has supported general tradi­
tional values in such insri tutions as the 
family, it has· simultaneously avoided 
dogmatic adherence to a single code of 
conduct designed to secure those institu­
tions. 

Obviously, wherever there i's opinion 
there is subjectivity. The evidence, how­
ever, is strong to support the proposition 
that the TV producers have grounded so­
cial comment in commonly accepted secu­
lar history, with emphasis upon expansive 
constitutional principles. And it is safe to 
say religion has heen left to rhe church­
es-both liheral and conservative. 

Since the early fifties the fundamen­
talists have heen known to roam TV 
channels on Sunday mornings, attracting 
few viewers while purveying for the most 
part an absolute religious exclus i,·ism. 
Few but the faithful took note, and cri t i­
cisms that occurred sporadical ly usually 
centered upon the matter of manipul:irion 

of a small minoritv of the popu lation. 
Mainline Chri stians. often not comersant 
wirh the intentions of TV e\'a ngeb. just 
did not 1~ke th em ;eriousl~. 

Bu r now. wnh the em ergen ce of rhe new 
hrtcc-d of T\ ' e\'ange!tsts, the warning; of 
Everett Parker serve ro underscore a real 
possihiliry that "reacrionarv and frankly 
illiheral" individuals m:iv have d1,co"ered 
the means ro manipulate the medium and. 
through it. rhe vast availahle a11d1ence. 
And even if Rice Un1verS1t) Professor \X. il­
liam Martin's recent studv is correct in 
findtn[! rhar ar present the numher o f sup­
porters of the TV evangelists 1s compara­
tive!~ ;mall. his findin!!s should nor allav 
concnn o, er the future 1mpacr of elec­
tronic e\'an[!elism. 

Histoncalli· rh1s new religious move­
ment appears to have heen ant1c1pared hy 
Billy Graham. His radio show Hour of 
Decision consistent!~ warned of dire 
consequences for the nation if . .\men cans 
failed ro turn to God and make decisions 
for Christ. His fundamentalism led him ro 
identify particular nations, first Russia 
and then China, as the anti-Christ , thus 
driving him into commentary on foreign 
affairs. Furr her, his ideological alternative 
to c·ommunism became for him a touch­
srone of patriotism. \X 'hen in 1968 he pub­
licly cast his lot with candidate Richard 
Nixon, his political in,·oh·ement hecame 
openly partisan. 

Ranging across rhe nation, indeed the 
world, preaching "American Messia­
nism," Graham became Proresranrism·s 
high priest, supported by liturgical 
church leaders who saw Graham as an 
appropriate leavening and evangelicals 
who viewed him as a gifted spokesman. 
Only a few thoughtful Christian leaders, 
such as Reinhold Niebuhr, were prepa red 
to challenge his hegemony. Niebuhr 
warned an uninterested nation thar the 

' ixonian Graham "ha, esrahlished a con­
forming religion by semi-officially invit­
ing represrnrarives of all the disestab­
li~hed relt[!ions" ro perform for the 
:idminisrr:irive family in the \'(.'hire House. 

Yer Gr:iham's career re,·ealed two sa­
lient facts :ihout T\' religion: (I ) there is a 
great deal of money in it; and (:! ) there is 
ins1anr cclchriry status and power a"ai l­
a hie. The- combination of these two 
phenomena suggested th~ potential for 
T\.' n ·:ingelism to enter "the power eli te" 
and rhcrrh)· exercise massive puhlic influ­
ence. 

For Gr~h:im the ideolog\· was circum­
scrihcd I,, hi< awareness that hi~ larger 
pul,li, was less committed to funda­
mentalism than he. Thu; he was no advo­
cate- of :i national fundamenta list th eoc-

racy. He ,uhst1tutt:d a s1 mpl 1stic cn ti reli­
gion for his own oh\'1ous he lt ef in hihlical 
infal lihtliry and the n :clus1ve sanng 
po\, er o f Jesus . 

It wa, G ra ha m\ dua l standa rd rhat 
generated con,1der:ihle cnri c1 sm and even 
ire among the relig1011sh· "pure," those 
lttera!tst Chnsr1ans who felt a sense of 
God-d irected m i~s,on welling up inside 
rhem seh e< w irh respect ro specific domes­
tic and fo rei gn p o licies. Th ese were per­
sons unprepared 10 accept a secular srare 
and unwilling ro acr in cauttous ways ro 
achieve ;ome moderate compromise for 
their God. 

By the mid-,e\'rnttes, some bright, ac­
tive fundamentalists, recogn izing them­
selves to be the " outs" in American church 
culture. still smarting from public ridi cule 
dattng hack ro rhe Scopes trial of 1<125, 
rt'senrful of their confinement to the 
Sund a, -morning D ' ghetto and con\'er­
~ant with n· technology (including the 
si gnificance of ca hie and satellite), began 
a relig iou s-hro adcasring revolution. Their 
activtt\' was based upon the Graham for­
mula: T\' religion means money and 
celebrity status, which leads to power. 

Thus armed with an "infallible Word of 
God" and vocal leadership unaccustomed 
ro compromise, a group of genuine reli­
giou; fanatics is now the focus of national 
anenrion , particularly in the public pro­
nouncements of Jerry Falwell, minister of 
the Thomas Road Baptist Church in 
Lynchhurg, Virginia . He and his com­
patriots, having revitalized the Sunday­
morning television hours and expanded 
their ministry through other day parts and 
untold numbers of cable systems, are ap­
proach ing a hillion-dollar-a-year take. 
So me, like Falwell and Pat Rohertson 
(The iM Club ), r.ave estahlished colleges 
for which they regularly solicit funds and 
srudents over the air. Falwell talks glibly 
of 50 .000 srudents in rhe future plans for 
Liberty Baptist College. It and the 
Rohertson college in Virginia Beach seek 
to capture rhou,ands of committed 
youths for inremi\'e indoctrination that 
will establish a missionary foothold of 
unparalleled propor:ions in t he coming 
decade. A TV ministry augmented hy 
local congregations led hy faithful clergy 
trained hy rhe masters will create a net­
work of tremendous strength. 

The n 1 successes, a result of skillful use 
of media by fundamentalist Christians, 
have created a significant force not only in 
American religious life hur in the political 
arena as well. And in 1981 the forces of the 
so-called Moral Majority and other TV­
oriented religiously fundamen t a l is t 
grou ps are basking in the knowledge that 

( 

( 



thf'y had much to do with the defeat of 
perhaps a dozen senators and repre­
sentatives whom rhey found doctrinally 
1mpurf' in 1980. 

This politica l action has .naturall} ex­
posf"d rhe fundamentalists to some severe 
criticism. There is grave concern, fo r nor 
only are rhey calling for violations of rh f' 
consriturional provision for church-state 
separanon, rhey are also seeking ro elimi­
nate the principle of religious freedom by 
constitutional change. And the funda­

mentalists are guilty of misapplying facrs 
when they argue that their activities are 
only the conservative version of the type 
of political action engaged in by Marrin 
Luther King, Jr. , the Berrigans and Wil­
liam Sloane Coffin in the fifties and six­
ties. The current debate is not a liberal­
conservative one, and to construe it thus is 
to allow the new breed of evangelist too 
easy an escape from analysis. The Berri­
gans, King. Coffin and scores of other 
rel igious leaders differed with their con­
servative opponents on the breadth of 
constitutional guarantees of freedom and 
justice, not on the values of republican 
democracy and the Bill of Rights. 

The present engagement is precisely on 
this point: leaders of the Moral Majority 
and rht.> Christian Roundtable are ad­
vocating a form of theocracy; and, fully 
protected by the Bill of Rights, they are 
utilizing rhe public airwaves to sprea d 
that message. In rhi s effo rt Falwell, 
Roherrson and J im Bakker, to name a rep­
resentative group, have determined to 
manipulate rhe medium for a "holy end." 
The ralk-show techniques of The 700 
Club are well known, and the biblical 
banter is hardly distinguishable from 
lare-nighr Ca rson-McMahon exchanges. 
Falwell uses a harder sell than Robertson, 
bu r his genius at employing electronic 
techniques to spread his message are ex­
rremel~ effective in eliciting support from 
th ose of the TV generation . 

Much of rhe moral indignation ex­
pre sed by these spokespersons for tradi­
tional values is directed aga inst the fare 
offered by the networks. In January 1981, 
rhe group Christian Voice announced the 
forma tion of the Coalition for Better 
Television, intended "to eradicate mora lly 
offensive productions fro m rhe airwaves." 
Nevertheless, most religious stations 
make considerable money from reruns of 
syndicated network comedies and 
dramas. Pat Robertson 's Portsmouth, 
Virginia, pilot station, WYHA-TV, has 
used more than three dozen series since 
1977; and in the TV Guide of January 
24 -30, 1981, the station ran a full -page ad 
for Wonder Woman that placed consider-

able emphasis upon the fulsome figure of 
Lynda Carter, an obvious promo for 
males anracted by such attributes. Make 
no miqake. the TV evangelists are no less 
aware oi v.·hat sells rhan rhe1r compet­
ito rs . 

In spite of the smokescreen being laid 
down by col umn ists who claim, in con­
stitutional tones, tha t the Moral Majority 
has a perfect right ro express its political 
views, free expression has never been the 
issue; of course Falwell has every right to 
speak his mind. The debate should be fo­
cused upon the ideological presupposi­
tions being advocated. It appears that 
while affirming belief in pluralism, this 
new brand of Chris tian political acnvist 
seeks to restrict, through constitutional 
change, the rights of those who differ: At 
best the Moral Majority would replace 
religious and political freedom with tol­
eration. a condition in which the minority 
is beholden to the majority for any exer­
cise of freedom. 

The distinction between human righ ts 
and ri ght beliefs is at th e heart of this 
d iscourse. Beginning in this country with 
Calvinist divine Roger Williams an d con­
tinuing wi th James Madison and Th omas 
Jeffe rson, the tradition was established 
for a nation committed to emancipa tion, 
human dignity, justice an d liberty. As 
John Adams noted, such a nation wou ld 
serve as a model for " the slavish part of 
mankind all over the earth." The Ameri­
can Republ ic practices a secular morality 
influenced by many religious philoso­
ph ies, and cenainly the Judeo-Christian 
ethic stan ds in judgment on those areas 
where the American humanist ideals in ­
corporated in the Constitution have been 
compromised. 

Critiques of the social order emanating 
from churches and synagogues have 
traditionally been expansive and inclu­
sive, seeking the broadest application of 
democracy consis tent with constitutional 
guarantees. The Moral Majority, through 
its use of television, calls Americans to 

retreat from such a democratic ethic in the 
name of an exclusive deity who sup­
posedly reveals his plans only to those 
who ha ve defined him properly. Certainly 
th ese citizens are enrirled to serve such a 
being, but attempts to p ass restrictive 
laws in his name is a call for confrontation 
with the American experiment. Such nar­
row sentiments were a hallmark of the 
ma jority of Southern Christian leaders 
who developed a slave theology for the 
Confederacy in the 19th cen tury. 

Unlike the theocracy of the Mas­
sachusetts Bay Colony or the Church of 
England in the Virginia Colony, the 
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United States is a secular, pluralistic state 
charged with impartia lly guarding free­
dom for the rel igious and nonreligious 
alike. The laws of our land recognize 
cnmes, not sins. Cnmes are ha,ed upon 
human relationships, sim upon relation­
ships between certain men and women 
and their particular versions of God. 
Perhaps the biblical d, srinction between 
love (chesedl al?ape ) and narrow legalism 
may he u<eful here. Man~ of the TV 
evangel,srs would <ecminglv he plea<ed ro 
as<ume the role of national pries t, urging 
through leg,slanon the e<tahlishmenr of 
their peculiar 1nterpretat1un< of the Bible, 
thereby providing a J..1nd of na tional 
lirurg). Herein lies rhe fundamental dif­
ierence between rhe Bapn,1 minister Mar­
lin Luther 1--:ing, Jr .. and the recc:nt advo­
cates spea king for a prewmcd moral 
majont"). King sought to pre,t'nt' rights 
rather rhan impose right hel,efs. 

The nauonal media were <rlt'ctivel) 
s,mpath,c to Kin!:! hut handled him with 
far less deference than they d,d Graham. 
The latter, claiming diVlne initiame for 
h,s pron ouncemen ts, estahli shed a lofti­
ness that intimidated the press. Appar­
ent ly rhe working press, in pan,rul a r tele­
vision, has been inclined ro accept Fa lwell 
and other evangels as merely successors to 

Graham. 
In so doing, ho~e, er, competent jou r­

nalists have fai led to identify a crucial 
distincti on-that unli ke Grah.1m 's tac­
tics, this new television blirz ad,ances a 
political agenda that disregHds estab­
lished constitutional principles. Lacking 
theological kn owledge, the press has 
stumbled, and by its failu re to pose in­
sightful questions, ir ha s a ll owed Falwell 
to go almos t unchallenged. 

In 1980 Falwell coursed through Meet 
the Press, The Tnday Shou •, Tomorrou•, 
Donahue , and the week Iv meeting of The 
National Press Cluh without facing more 
than a handful of probing questions, most 
of th em from Phil Donahue. Report ers 
have addressed Falwell, as they d,d 
Gr a h am before him , as if they were 
attending one of hi s church services, thus 
encouragi,1g little scrmonc:ttes-a poi nt 
Falwell made himself on his Old Time 
Gospel H our Novcmher I 7 . 1980, when he 
rej oiced in his many opp o rtunities ro 
"witness" on television. On October 12 on 
Meet the Press, Falwell wa s a llowed to go 
unchallenged as he identified Vice Presi­
dent Mondale as a "glossed-over atheist," 
con tradicted him self on his ea rlier call for 
censorship of commercial t e levi ion, 
fogged over his admitted sta t<·mrnt that 
"God does not hear the praye rs of unre­
deemed Gentiles or Jews" and lumped all 



F .15.5d 

hum anists as athe1sric. Only Newsweek ·s 
Kenne1h Woodward asked informed and 
thoughtful ques11ons; and since he s10od 
alone, he came across as the dyspeptic 
ratwnalisr at tacking the man of God . 
Falwell nearly rurned Meet the Press 1nro 
an extension oi Old Timi' Gospel Hour. 

More quietly Par Robenson and his 7iJ(I 
Cluh are spreading, on a dail,· basis , over 
a huge network, the norion rhar the Chris­
tian way requires particular arrirudes 
roward economic policy, foreign affairs 
and domesric laws. Less flamhoyanr and 
potenrially much more powerful, with his 
own nerwork, CBN, Rohen son\ subtle 
approach is no less docmnaire and exclu­
sive rhan Falwell's. 

But cenain lv Falwell 1s the focus of 
current anennon. It 1~ he who rold his 
followers that his Chmrian Bill of Rights 
shou ld he signed hy them ro he presenred 
ro rhe new president; "and when we 

do-we are grnng lO ask him to com mit 
him~elf to uphold these Biblical moral 
principles for the next four ~ear~." 

Yet there are signs of a Sllmng in the 
relevis1on communiry in respc,n,e 10 1h1s 
u~e of th e medium for propaganda pur­
poses. While in no way denying the right 
of rh e evangelist~ ro employ TV for the 
promulganon of their ideas, f\iorman 
Lear, long an advoca te of CJvil lihemes. 
has recently led the formarion of Ptople 
for the American \'fay, a mo,emcnr de­
signed ro u~e 1ele\'is1on a~ a means of iden­
tifying the genuini- cummnments 10 d1\'er­
siry and jumce in our history. Supported 
b) clergy of diverse backgrounds, PAW is 
an encouraging sign of healrh . 

Americans are watching a his10ric en­
gagement. There a re those on the one 
hand who would narrow the American 
dream, enforce praye r by law. invade 
individual privacy in the name of moralnv 

and generally ~ee k 10 impo~e their own 
defin111ons upon us all. Then opponents 
are the advocates of freedom and d1ver­
Sll) , no maner "hat poliucal label they 
endorse. Television may well rurn out 10 
he the means of Joining these issues, the 
thearer m which renewed a11enrion may 
be directed ro the words of Madison: "We 
musr rake alarm ar rhe first experiment on 
our lihemes.'' !§ 

ROBERTS. ALLEY, PhD , pro(rnor of h11-
man1t1es, 1e,JCh1ng m the Department of Reli­
g10n , and IRBY B. BROWN, PhD, professor of 
English, are both Unwe rs,ry of Richmond fac-
11/1,, members The tl-l.'O scholurs have col­
lahorated in directing several teln•1s1on 1-1.'0rk­
shops 1n \ ·irg1nia, have conducted courses on 
televis10n and cult ure m Los Anxeles each 
summt'r since J<J77 and are nou· engaged m 
u •nt1ng a 110/ume un telcv,s,on and the famil)~ 
funded by the Markle Foundation . 

Reprinted by permission of Emmy magazine, of the National Academy of Television Arts and Sciences. 
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T. I .0. QUOTE FILE 

ADDITIONAL MATERIAL: TELEVISION AND PRESSURE GROUPS 

11 1 am a conservative and shall remain so .. - despite the humiliating, mindless 
arrogance of those conservatives who would heap upon my head the sins of the 
world for having the audacity to care not only for my own rights, but for the 
rights of those who disagree with me as well. 

11 1 dream of an America that will yet find it in its heart to warmly embrace its 
God-given Constitution, an America free of bigotry or intolerapce. liut I fear, 
genuinely fear, an America in which minorities must stifle th~ir voices and lay 
their freedom at the altar of the heartless and selfish majorities}' 

Terence Day 
Journalist, Elder of the Mormon Church 
Civil Liberties, Feb. 1981 

"While we are committed to acting as a positive influence on programming, we 
have to function in the marketplace. We're in the market to buy time, and not 
everything we buy will please every viewer . But that's the essence of the 
pluralistic society in which we live. We don't believe any one group should 
be able to dictate to all others what their c hoi ces should be, and we decline 
to meet (the Clean up TV campaign's) demands." 

Kathleen MacDonough 
Manager of Corporate Issues, General Foods 
Marketing & Media Decisions , Jan. 1981 

''Attempts to control newspapers and magaz ines , or radio and television, by 
threatening or boycotting the advertisers who appear in these media lead down a 
dangerous road. If efforts to subvert or destroy a medium's economic base are 
successful, the public's freedom of choice, as well as a free and diverse press, 
are jeopardized." 

Peter Allport 
President, Association of Nationa l Advertisers 

"I don't want a self-appointed arbiter of taste telling me what I can or can't 
watch on television." 

Walter Saunders 
Rocky Mountain News 
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"The anti-sex campaign looks to me 1 ike a farm team to channel people into the 
right-wing big l eague s. I keep remembering all the people who joined the 
Moral Majority because they were 'pro-family' only to discover they were now 
also being counted as pro-MX missiles. Morality may or may not be in the eyes 
of the beholder, but I'm not all that comfortable leaving the 'beholding' to 
someone else. 11 

Ellen Goodman 
TV Columnist 
Washington Post, March 25, 1981 

"Freedom of speech, the defense of the artist, is a two-edged sword , as the 
pressure groups, with their monitors and newsletters and boycotts, are now 
demonstrating to the people who schedule old movies and make new ones . Today, 
no Charlie Chan movies. Tomorrow, no movies or series that mention abortion 
or ghetto criminals. And the next day, no news, no truth that anyone finds 
unpleasant." 

Richard Reeves 
"Don't Let J:ressure Groups Strangle 
Crea ti vi ty," Panorama, May 1981 

"Despite the fact that most Americans quite obviously feel very strongly about 
moral issues, it is unclear whether there is a moral majority in America, or a 
minority. Only 24% of the population feel that all ten of the activities pre­
viously discussed* are morally wrong , but only 3% say that none are morally 
wrong. There is clearly a huge majority of Americans who are concerned about 
moral issues but prefer to evaluate each issue on an individual basis . 11 

*The ten activities are: adultery, use of hard drugs, homosexuality, having sex 
before the age of sixteen, lesbianism, pornographic movies, abortion, smoking 
marijuana, living with someone of the opposite sex without being married, sex 
between two single people. 

The Connecticut Mutual Life Report on 
American Values in the Bo's 
Conducted by Research and Forecasts, Inc.; 
Commissioned by Connecticut Mutual Life 
Insurance Co. 
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"NFD's (the National Federation of Decency) narrow definition of sex on TV raises 
concern. Nothing is said of sexual stereotyping or what type of sex should be 
on TV or how much. The most troubling aspect is that the 'bottom line' to NFD's 
monitoring process is one broad question, 'Is this program constructive for your 
family?' Since all the monitors share a very conservati ve political outlook, it 
is obvious that their political biases will strongly affect the results ." 

Thomas Radecki, M.D. 
NCTV Chairperson (National Coalition on 
Television Violence) 

favor boycotts. Boycotts hurt innocent people. In situations where an 
class has no legal recourse -- such as the California grape pickers -­

think a boycott is justifiable ... but the middle class can take care 

''We don't 
oppressed 
yes, then 
of itself." 

Dr. Everett C. Parker 
Office of Communications 
United Church of Christ 

" ... There's a little knob on tha.t television set. It's the greatest invention 
since the image orthocon tube, and I think that it's a parent's responsibility 
(to use it). 

"I think that going to the marketplace is very dangerous ... bringing the advertiser, 
who is buying circulation, into the control room, into the newsroom, into the 
creative process. I have fought and others have fought for a quarter of a century 
to keep advertisers out of the creative process. They buy circulation, as you 
do in a newspaper. To bring them into the creative process, to scare them at the 
counter, is a witch's brew." 

Fred Friendly 
Former President of CBS News 
Professor of Journalism, Columbia University 

"None of us questions the right of any individual or any group to exercise freedom 
of speech in criticizing or objecting to programming ... But it's an equal part of 
our responsibility to serve the needs of the entire audience, not just the self­
proclaimed arbitrators of the nation's morals ..• 

"We cannot turn the clock back to please the Coal it ion; we cannot move the clock 
ahead in anticipation of new possibilities. Our challenge is to be responsible 
and responsive to today's needs of our diverse public." 

Frederick S. Pierce 
Executive Vice President 
American Broadcasting Companies; Pres., ABC-TV 
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"We have seen repeatedly the brutal seizure and control of communications in 
authoritarian countries everywhere, and rightly deplore it. Democracies do it 
differently, by nibbling away through laws, through ideologically motivated 
court decisions, and by pressure from groups who want to suppress what they do 
not like. It is one freedom that cannot be qualified without imperiling the 
whole; the opening of one door leads to the opening of a thousand others. 

"There is another kind of control to which all the media, individually and collective­
ly, are subject -- and must be in a free society. Every citizen has the right to 
switch off his television set or change channels; to do the same with his radio; 
to not buy the newspaper he doesn't like, or the magazine or the book. It is utterly 
misleading to say that the choices are narrowing. Taken together, the media in 
America offer a diversity not even remotely equaled anywhere else on the planet -­
more than any individual can cope with. These choices are increasing .•. 

"At the moment, we still have the freedom to choose." 

John Tebbel 
"From Rags to Riches: The Media in 
American Society" 
Quarterly Journal, Library of Congress 

;', * * 

11The Coal it ion for Better TV ... is trying to dictate what the American public may 
or may not watch on television. Perhaps no one will miss the first program 
forced off the air in the name of morality. But the New Right's censorship 
crusade will not stop there. What will be the next target? A production of 'A 
Streetcar Named Desire'? A documentary on teenage pregnancy? The news? 11 

Peggy Charren 
Action for Children's Television 

* * -}: 

" ... No matter what high-sounding euphemisms the Coalition chooses to masquerade 
behind, achieving its goals would amount to censorship." 

Howard Rosenberg 
Los Angeles Times 

* * * 

11 lf all Printers were determined not to print anything till they were sure it 
would offend no body, there would be very 1 ittle printed. 11 

Benjamin Franklin 
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11A self-righteous people will find it difficult to deal with a righteous God." 

Mineo Ka tag i r i 
Minister of the United Church of Christ 
Northern California Conference 

;'c * * 

"When a partisan of the New Right declares that a specific position is 'of God' 
of 'the Christian view,' a move has been made from political-moral judgment to 
divine oracle. A human opinion is elevated to the status of revelation -- a 
violation of the sovereignty of God." 

-- Gabriel Fackre 
Professor, Andover Newton Theological School 

11A self-proclaimed 'Moral Majority,• and its satellite or client groups, cunning 
in the use of a native blend of old intimidation and new technology, threaten 
the values (of our democracy). Angry at change, rigid in the application of 
chauvinistic slogans, absolutistic in morality, they threaten through political 
pressure or public denunciation whoever dares todisagree with their authoritarian 
positions. Using television, direct mail and economic boycott, they would sweep 
before them anyone who holds a different opinion •.. 

11What disgusts me so much about the •moral ity 1 seeping out of the ground around our 
feet is that it would deny the legitimacy of differentness. We should all be dismayed 
with the shredding of the spiritual fabric of our society, with the urging to selfish­
ness and discrimination all around us. We should be concerned that so much of our 
political and religious leadership acts intimidated for the moment and will not say 
with clarity that this most recent denial of the legitimacy of differentness is a 
radical assault on the very pluralism -- of peoples, political beliefs, values, forms 
of merit and system of religion -- our country was founded to welcome and foster. 11 

A. Bartlett Giamatti 
President, Yale University 
Address, August, 1981 

"One of the great strengths of our political system always has been our tendency 
to keep religious issues in the background. By maintaining the separation of 
church and state, the United States has avoided the intolerance which has so 
divided the rest of the world with religious wars .. . 

"The religious factions that are growing in our land are not using their religious 
clout with wisdom ... The uncompromising position of these groups is a divisive 
element that could tear apart the very spirit of our representative system, if 
they gain sufficient strength. 

"I'm frankly sick and tired of the political preachers across this country telling 
me as a citizen that if I want to be a moral person, I must believe in 'A,' 'B,' 
'C' and 'D.' Just who do they think they are? And from where do they presume 
to claim the right to dictate their moral beliefs to me? ... I will fight them every 
step of the way if they try to dictate their moral convictions to all Americans 
in the name of ' conservatism." . .• They must learn to make their views known without 
trying to make their views the only alternatives. " 

U.S. Senator Barry Goldwater {Arizona) 
The Congressional Record, Sept. 15, 1981 
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Voices from critical activists: 

"After the Christian majority takes control, PLURALISM will be seen as immoral and 
EVIL, and the state wil 1 not permit anybody the right to practice evil . 11 

Gary Potter 
Catholics for Christian Political Action 

"People want leadership . They don't know what to think themselves. They wan t to 
be told what to think by those of us here close to the front." 

Rev. Robert Billings 
National Christian Action Coalition 

TELEVISION INFORMATION OFFICE 
745 Fifth Avenue 

New York, New York 10022 
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Libe~BaptistCollege 
Box20000 
LYNCHBURG, VA. 24506 

DIVISION OF SOCIAL SCIENCE 

Mr. Morton Blackwell 

April 26, 1983 

Special Assistant to the President 
for Public t iaison 
The White House 
Old Executive Office Building, Room 134 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. Blackwell: 

(804) 237-5961 

Beginning Fall Semester 1983, Liberty Baptist College is taking 
an exciting new approach to political science. I am honored to 
extend an official invitation to you to become, every semester, 
part of this enterprise to train tomorrow's conservative leaders. 

Liberty Baptist College has launched an ambitious internship 
program. Each semester, twenty students -- sixty students 
annually -- will spend a semester working full-time on Capitol 
Hill, in government agencies, or with conservative lobbying and 
research groups, while earning twelve hours academic credit. 
This program, Mi ya~ mi§A t ima gi-rre , is rapidly becoming the 
centerpiece of political science at LBC, and we are reviewing 
the entire curriculum. 

With funding from the Moral Majority Foundation, our introductory 
course in political science for freshmen and sophomores will · 
~ be taught by experts brought in from Washington -- by 
men and women o · and conservative princi ples , 
and wi th proven t rack records in the real world of politics. 
These experts will actually teach in the classroom, and the 
students will take notes and be held accountable for the material 
covered. Required readings suggested by the guest lecturers will 
be placed on reserve or copies distributed as appropriate. 

I have scheduled this course to meet every Tuesday and Thursday. 
There will be two sections: one will meet in the morning from 10:50 
to 12:05, and another will meet the same day immediately following, 
from 12:15 to 1:30. Speakers will fly in the night before, come to 
the campus the next day, speak to the back-to-back classes, and fly 
back to Washington that afternoon. We will, of course, pay air-fare 
and overnight accommodations, plus an honorarium of $100 per visit. 

JERRY FALWELL, 0 .D. , CHANCELLOR, FOUNDER A. PIERRE GUILLERMIN, D.D., PRESIDENT 
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ANv 
My working syllabus for this course is enclosed to give yo~ ~ 
idea of the approach we are taking and how your contribution would 
fit into the course ii:S::::;i;llll-a=a,. The topic and date I have in mind 
for you (circled on the syllabus) is as follows: 

October 11 - "Political Organizations" 

As soon as we can pin down the Fall Semester, I will be back in touch 
for Spring Semester. It is our intention to take this approach to 
introductory_ political science every semester. 

I s4.Aee,ely hope that you will be able to worki'"<;ir::l.:icir,atieA i fl this 
~ into your schedule. t eeH@1t'e tlilri in the years ahead, as 
we see more and more bright, young, well-educated conservatives ready 
to assume command posts of leadership in Washington, we will all 
be very glad for this kind of course and for the innovative political 
science program at Liberty Reriis l en1::te1!e. 

For the cause of conservatism, 

Jerry H. Combee, Chairman 
Dept . of History and Political Science 

JHC/mb l 

Enclosure 

P.S. Mr ~ Blackwell, please accept my deepest thanks for what you have 
already done for us. Taking Ed Crowell on as an intern gave our 
entire prbgram a level of excitement that it otherwise could not 
have achieved, and I was so grateful that you took time from you r 
busy schedule to s~eak to our interns last week. Let me say again 
what a super tal k you gave and I wish you well in the kind of 
political strategy you are proposing. 

cc: Dr. Ronald S. Godwin 
Vice President and Chief Operations Officer 
Moral Majority, Inc. 
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POLI 200 

TENTATIVE SYLLABUS 

INTRODUCTION TO POLITICAL SCIENCE PROF. COMBEE . 

I. Orientation: The· Study of Politics at LBC -- Prof. Combee August 30 

II. Politics as A Christian Calling 

A. The Crisis of Statesmanship -- Prof. Combee Sept. l 

B. How to Get a Job in Washington -- Sept. 6 

**Richard Dingman - national political consultant, former Director of 
Republican Study Committee, U.S. House of 
Representatives 

III. Understanding Conservatives 

A. Articulating Your Conservatism -- Sept. 8 

**Richard Dingman 

B. The Blessings of Liberty -- Sept. 13 

**Congressman Phil Crane (R-Ill,) -- Recognized conservative leader in 
the House of Representatives 

C. Christianity and the Constitution -- Prof. Combee 

1. Christ and Freedom -- Sept. 15 

2. The American Constitution and the New Science of Politics 
Sept. 20, 22, 27 

***TEST*** ---Sept. 29 

IV. Politics Today 

A. Election Strategies -- Oct. 4 

**Paul Weyrich -- The Committee for the Survival of a Free Congress 

B. The Mentality of the Legislator -- Oct. 6 

**Paul Weyrich 

C:litical Organizations -- Oct. 11 

Morton Blackwell -- Office of the Special Assistant to the President 
for Public Liason 

D. Political Action Committees -- Oct. 13 

**Bob McAdams -- Asst. Director, Committee for the Survival of a Free 
Congress 
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E. Lobbying: What It Is and How You Do It -- Oct. 25 

1. Professional Lobbying 

2. Grassroots Lobbying 

**Richard Dingman 

F. How a Bill Becomes a Law -- Oct. 27 

**Richard Dingman 

V. Issues of the Eighties 

A. The Moral Majority 

1. Origins and purposes -- Nov. 1 

2. The Moral Agenda -- Nov. 3 

**Dr. Ron Godwin, Vice President & Chief Operations Officer, Moral Majority , 
Inc. 

***TEST*** --- Nov. 8 

B. National Defense 

1. Defense Policy Today --Nov. 10 

**Heritage Foundation Policy Analyst 

2. High Frontier -- Nov. 15 

.**General Al Knight {USA ret.) 

C. Economic Policy 

1. Government Policy Toward the Economy Today -- Nov. 17 

**Michael Horowitz, Counsel to Office of Management and Budget, 
White House 

2. Prerequisites of Economic Growth -- Nov. 29 

**Larry Butler, U.S. Chamber of Conmerce 

D. The Moral & Social Issues 

1. Current Issues in Ed.ucation -- Dec. 1 

**Eileen Gardner, Heritage Foundation Policy Analyst 

2. Abortion -- Dec. 6 

**Peter r,emma, National Pro-Life PAC 

I::.- .. . 
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3. Government and the Family -- Dec. 8 

**Connie Marshner, Free Congress Foundation 

***FINAL EXAM*** 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

August 12, 1983 

MEMORANDUM TO: FRED F. FIELDING 

FROi-1: Morton C. Blackwell ; ;'1,i \ 

SUBJECT: Letter from Dr. Jerry Falwell 

I attach a ·copy of a letter directed to the Pres i dent 
from Dr. Jerry Falwell regarding the impending deportation 
of a 74-year old California woman who "has been a legi timate 
resident in the U.S. for over 35 years." 

I am wondering if the original was sent to you for 
response? 

I would appreciate any advice you might give me 
regarding what I should tell Dr. Falwell about this matter. 

MCB: jet 

1 Attachment a/s 

I 
\ 

\ 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

MEMORANDUM FOR FAITH RYAN WHITTLESEY 

FROM: MORTON C. BLACKWELL ~ 

SUBJECT: 

At 2:45 
office. 
Godwin, 
meeting 

Meeting with Dr. Jerry Falwell 

today I will be with Dr. Falwell and you in your 
At Dr. Falwell's request we are adding Dr. Ron 

Executive Director of the Moral Majority to the 
and briefing later in the Situation Room, 

Yesterday I spoke to General Bovarie on the NSC staff. 
He is producing sets of talking points on the nuclear 
freeze and other defense issues. He says these should 
be more useful to Dr. Falwell than currently available 
materials. 

I have requested from Lee DeLorme at DOD public affairs 
office four enlarged graphs and charts I found in the 
Secretary of Defense's February 1 presentation to the 
Senate Armed Services Committee. These are the best 
graphics currently available. 

It is clear that we need to develop more and better 
graphics specifically on the nuclear freeze issue. 

As to text, there is such a mass of data that our best 
hope is that NSC or DOD experts can give us more 
marketable material. I will work with them on this 
and try promptly to produce the condensed text requested 
by Dr. Falwell if General Bovarie's product today is 
inadequate. 

I ' 
I i -~ (,. It C / .. 

I • It, r 

;( ;,, ,. ,. /, 2 ::Z I 1f' ... _., 
,I ..., 
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499 So. Capitol S treet 
S uite 101 

Washington, DC 20003 
(202) 484-7511 

MEMO 

TO: Morton Blackwell (cc: Mrs. Faith Whittlesey) 

FRCM: 

DA'.l.'E: 

RE: 

r 

DicK Dingman Rbl .. ,_ 
November 4, 1983 

Tuition Tax Credits 

THE MORAL MAJORITY, I C. 

Today I attended a hastily called meeting of the 'ITC coalition and Sen. Dole's 
senior staff. Mr. Don Susswein was tre chief sp:::>kesman for Dole. 

He began by saying there was "a problem" with using tre Math-Science bill as 
a TI'C vehicle, not withstanding "our agreement" to use it. We quickly told 
him we had m such agreement and did not want Math-Science used. 

Susswein then tossed the ball to us saying t1:}et time was running short and there 
wasn't much left to use as the vehicle.BilJ.; Barr said selection was their probl em, 
not ours. Various bills were then discussed. 

I asked Susswein if he sensed any sort of a "full court press" on this issue fran 
Ken Duberstein. He said he has not discussed it with Ken but has talked with 
Kable several times . It was clear from his resp:::>nse there was no "full court press." 
We clearly spelled out the nature of our meeting with the President and Ken's 
CDlTll1U. tment to the "full court press . " 

Susswein played the role of a loyal soldier going through the m::>tions but did mt 
seem genuinely carmitted to success. We made it clear we were reluctant to 
choose any specific vehicle as the best because there might be p:::>litical nuances 
unknavn to us. Hcwever, we felt tre Wanen ' s Pension Equity bill might be best, with 
some r evenue bill next best . 'Iwo or three times he raised the p:::>ssibi lity of 
the t.IDemployed health benefits bill. We strongly discouraged that vehic le . 

In sumnary, he seaned in agreement with pursuing the Wanen's Pension Equity bill 
as the best choice. 

.. NATIONAL CAPITOL OFFICE • JERRY FALWELL, PHblDENT 
305 SIXTH STREET• L 'i ~,CHRURG, VA 24"i04 • (804) 5::? ~ 5000 
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History and 
Political 

Science 
at 

Liberty Baptist College 

Pr ty ! 

.. . throughout the land _____ . __ 

DO YOU ENJOY SUBJECTS LIKE HISTORY AND POLITICS AND 
GOVERNMENT? 

BUT DO YOU WONDER: Can you get an accredited degree in history or 
political science from a fundamental Christian 
college, and will you be able to get a job? 

y E s t - on both counts ... at Liberty Baptist College in Lynchburg, Virginia. 

Liberty Baptist College is a miracle school. . . a school greatly used and blessed 
of God. 

! 

A ccredited by the southern Association of Colleges and schools, LBC is training 
and preparing a generation of young leaders to go out into all walks of life and . 
literally shake the world for God. Already LBC graduates are manning 
command posts of leadership in America - in gouernment, in education , 
wherever the job calls for driue and determination, uision and ualues. ! 



I m interested in U 
Pl ase send me n 

AME _______ ~ 

DDRESS ______ ~ 

ITV ____ ~_...,......,~ ...... 

HOOLCURRE T 

RADUATIO DATE-.......,..,.;.,;.-..:.:..,.. 

HISTORY AND 
POLITICAL SCIENCE 
AT LBC 

The Department of 
History and Political 
Science at Liberty 
Baptist College is unique 
in the world of 
fundamental Christian 
colleges - - -

Ac tion - oriented 
curriculum: 
- Washington Internships 

Year-Round 
- Spend n semester 

working in Washington 
getting valuable job 
experience and 
employment 
opportunities 

- Campaign Managem ent 
experience 

NINE full-time 
facu lty ... 2/3's with Ph .D. ·s 
Offering m ajors or minors 
in : 

HISTORY 
POLITICAL SCIENCE 
HISTORY EDUCATION 
SOCIAL SCIENCE ED. 
Preparing students fo r 
careers in 
- Civil Service 
- Foreig n Serv ice 
- FBI, CIA, U.S. 

intelligence 
- U.S. Military 
- Teaching 
- Campaign Mgmt. 

& Sta ff 
Preparing s tudents for 
graduate s tudy in 
- Law 
- Pub lic 

Adminis tra tion 
- His tory 
- Politica l Science 
- Managem ent 
- A rea Missions 
- Seminary 

* FACULTY* 
Boyd C. Rist 

Chairman . Div . o f Socia l Science 
(Ph .D. Candidate - Uniu. of \'a. ) 

U.S. History Middle Period , 1760-1860 

Jerry H. Combee 
Chairman . Dept. o f History 

& Po litica l Science 
(Ph .D .. Cornell Uniu.) 

Poli tica l Ideas 

Douglas B. John 
(Ph.D .. Uniu . of Kentucky) 

Modern Europe 

Gordon M. Patric 
(Ph .D .. Uniu . of Illinois) 

National Security 

Harry E. Caltagirone 
(Ph.D., North Western Uniu .) 

International Rela tions 

Cline E. Hall 
(Ph .D .. Un iu . of Tennessee) 

A m erican Sou th 

FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: 

Mark w . Steinhoff 
(Ph.D., New York Uniu.) 

A ncient , Medieval, Oriental 

Barry Fowle 
(Ph.D .Uniu . of Mar~;land) 
Colonial and 20th Century 

Stephen P. Witham 
(M.A. . Uniu . of Notre Dame) 

A m erica n Government 

* Adjunct Professors:* 

William Matheny 
(Ph .D. Texas Chris tian) 
His to ry of Chris tianity 

La tin A m erica 

Donald Rickards 
(Ph.D., Hartford Seminary) 

Islam. N. Africa 

Write, call , or v isit •~ 
Prof. Jerry Combee. Chairman of .. ~ • 
the Department of History and f•..:-- ~. 
Political Sc ience. (804) 237-5961, • ext. 308 .---11111111111~..a.iiiiiiiiiiiiii .......... ____ __ 

Liberty Baptist College LIBERTY 
Lynchburg, VA 24506 

.:ffl BAPTIST 
COLLEGE 
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