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THE WHITE HOUSE 2!
WASHINGTON mj /

7
June 8, 1982 //' &

Mr. Joseph E. McMahon -
President, McMahon and Associates
1828 I, Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. McMahon:

Mr. Meese asked me to respond to your recent letter -
about briefings of American religious leaders on the
Administration's policies regarding the Soviets and

our defense policies.

On the 18th of May this year, over forty national
leaders of religious organizations in this country
attended a briefing at the Pentagon concerning
national defense. Special care was given to outline
clearly the policy of this administration regarding
the strategic threat of the Soviet Union and the
nuclear defenses of the United States.

I agree with you that the religious leaders of the
United States have a key impact on public percept-
ions of our defense posture. Other meetings, similar
to the one on the 18th of May, will be scheduled,

and I will see that more religious leaders are
invited.

Thank you so much for your comments and for giving

us the names of religious leaders who have a clear

awareness of Soviet military designs. If you have

any more information relating to religious leaders

and our national defense, I would like very much to
hear from you.

Sincerely,

Nt BlLA

Morton C. Blackwell
Special Assistant to the President
for Public Liaison



McMahon and Associates

1528 1. Street,
Snite 1000

Northwest

Washington, 2.0, 20036

202 H63-4170

August 13, 1982

,.ﬂ le

Mr. Morton C. Blackwell

Special Assistant to the President
Office of PubTlic Liaison

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Morton: \

Thanks very much for joining Paul Brndjar, George Brand and
me for Tunch.

I hope very much that our meeting was usefu nd that in
particular we can build on it in a variety of ways for the future.

You would be interested to know that after their meeting with Mr.
Kramer, we ended the day with a meeting on how the Lutheran Church can
help the U.S. Government position in Namibia, {where we also had a very
good session).

We are going to keep pushing on the various fronts we discussed
and will be getting back to you as we make some progress; conversely if
we can be helpful don't hesitate to get back in touch with either me,
Brndjar or Brand.

With thanks and Tooking forward to seeing you soon, I am,

Sincerely, B
- —

Joseph E. McMahon 7

President .

cc: Dr. George H. Brand
Dr. Paul L. Brndjar




LBI
BIKE-A~-THON 1982

An exéiting dream unfolded for a group of caring students from Seattle LBi.
The dream began in the heart of Jim IllicK from Accident, Maryland. Hearts
of other students were ignited to Jjoin him in a project to raise scholarship
money so the students across the United States Qould be ﬁelped as they
pursue their college study. Finally, in late May 1982 five young adults
began the adventure and challenge of bicycling 4,500 miles from Seattle,

Washington to Washington, D. C.

The students are: Jim Illich, Accident, Maryland, Joe Scott, Kalamazoo,
Michigan, Robin Gantzert, Eau Claire, Wisconsin, Judy Hagen, Cooperstown,
North Dakota, and Ben Hungerford, Portland, Oregon. Through the excellent
cooperation of fellow students, alumni, and friends a chain of host homes
was set up from coast to coast to provide for their needs along the way.
Their journey brought them to the Whitehouse in Washington, D. C., August
8th, 1982. This project modeled a positive response representative of
millions of American youth who refuse to sit idly by and complain that
scholarship money was not available but endeavored to help each other in

reaching this exciting goal.

Don Fladland

Director of Ministries

and Alumni












Dr. John R. Houck

General Secretary

Lutheran Council in the USA
360 Park Avenue South

New York, N.Y. 10010

Bishop David W. Preus

The American Lutheran Church
422 S. Fifth Street
Minneapolis, MN 55415

Bishop James R. Crumley, Jr.
The Lutheran Church in America
231 Madison Avenue

New York, N.Y. 10016

Bishop William H. Kohn

The Association of Evangelical Lutheran Churches
2707 N. 67th Street

Milwaukee, WI 53210

Bishop Ralph Bohlmann

The Lutheran Church-Missocuri Synod
500 N. Broadway

S5t. louis, MO 63102
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July 29, 1982

Mr. Morton Blackwell

Special Assistant to the President
The White House

Washington, D. C. 20000

Dear Morton:

Permit me to confirm my telephoned response to the invitation
to present testimony to the Senate Judiciary Committee on the
President's prayer amendment.

I will not be available to testify on this important proposal

at the present time. In part, my difficulty is due to a very
crowded schedule for the next several months. But in part it
also reflects the general consensus of our denominational leaders
to the effect that our church body should not give public testi-
mony on this issue, preferring to work educationally among our
own constituency.

Thanks for thinking of us. I hope to stay in touch with you on
a number of key matters of mutual interest and concern.

Sincerely,

faspe.

Ralph A. Bohlmann
President

RAB/mh









he is privately,” says Meese. “One of the qualities
I've aﬁvays admired in him isthatin a very humble
and quiet way the President isanexcellent example
of a Christian leader. He's very devout and yet he
doesn’t want to exploil religion in any way for
political purposes.”

Meese confesses that he frequently has trying
times when the Lord's presence seems even more
vital. “One of the hardest things for most people who
are not used to the Washington scene,” he declares,
“is to accommodate oneseligto reports by the media
which sometimes range from gossip to political
attacks. I think it's always hard o accept that. Then
esr)ecially. having the feeling that vou're there to
fotlow God's purposes and to do His will, becomes
very important to you.”

A spate of stories appeared last summer about
Meese's dectine from favor. He insists those reports
were false. “Nor can you let those things get you
down,” he says. “It seems to happen to almost
everybody in Washington at one time or another,
But 1t still bothers you to some extent. I don't think
anvbody can be totally immune tothat kind of talk.”

Meese doesn’t shirk the hard guestions, one of
the hardest being nuclear disarmament. “Obvi-
ously, our objective is to preserve peace,” he says,
“and to avoid any possibiﬂty of nuclear war. [ am
convinced the best way to do that is to provide a
credible deterrent to the Soviets who have clearly
demonstrated that where there is weakness they
will exploit that weakness through aggression.”

Meeseis“very gratified that Reagan hassought
realistic reduction of intermediate range nuclear
weapons in Europe and of strategic nuclear weapons
generally,” Meese hopes that “there’ll be some
reciprocation on the part of the Soviets so we can
have an actual reduction of nuclear weapons.”
Reﬁardlng the danger of nuclear miscalculation, he

alks of “numerous safeguards” through communi-
cation with the Soviets and other countries. Such
safeguards against accidental reactions he calls an
expansion of the nation’s capability for maintaining
peace.

Meese reminds that “as horrible as nuclear war
is, any kind of war is really horrible. You see the
devastatiun in Lebanon—that’s the reason we think
you just can't stop with reducing the possibility of
nuclear war. You have to take the steps to reduce
the possilmlities of any war.”

Lebanon brings to mind U.S. ties to Israel now
especially under fire because of recent Israeli
military iction in Lebanon and the accompanying
question 0} American policy toward the lEa!estin-
ians. Meese describes Israel “as a democracy, an
lmportan(cPartner of the United States—ally is a
better wera,

_ “Th3 is not to the exclusion of our friendship
with o*ler eountries in that area, but we think that
it k.uesirable for us to assist in assuring Israel’s
gicurity. That's important both to Israel and for
preserving worild peace,” he adds.

And the PLO? “One of the ultimate steps
necessary is for the PLO to accept the legitimacy of
Israel, accept the need for its security, and renounce
the use of terrorism as & means of obtaining their
objectives,” he insists.

The “New Christian Right” has gained great

v

atlention. “They have very strong beliefs, many of
which I agree with and all of which I respect.”
Meese says. “T think they're less intent on pressing
their beliefs on other people than the stereotype of
them would indicate.”

He illustrates Americans’ differing points of
view with the abortion issue, "I don't think you ean
fault anyone for believing that, since there is
uncertainty as to when human life begins, the
benefit of the doubt ought to be given to the unborn
child—which is the DPresident’s opinion,” Meese
says. “If you have that belief, then trying to have
laws enacted that prevent the taking of the life of
the unborn child seems reasnonable to me.

“I think the almost derisive wav in which the
religious right is held by some of the so-called
liberal thinkers is an insult to liberalisrn and to the
kind of pluralism that we've traditionally had in
this country,” he stresses.

Still the number one issue for Americans is the
economy and the President's counselor knowsit. He
blames centralized government and excessive fed-
erai spending of many vears. He sees restoration of
the improved free market system with less taxation
and government regulation as the solution.

He adamantly believes that “new federalism.”
putting more responsibility upon state and local
governments, and providing the funding sources to
support them, will bring government closer to the
people.

“We're hopeful,” he says, “that the churches
along with other voluntary groups will actively
practice voluntarism as part of our private sector
initiatives.” Anexample? “Churches with buildings
oftenvacantduring the week have anopportunity to
serve the community as child-care centers, provid-
ing service for others and cpportunities to serve
members of the congregation.

“But government always has the responsibility
to help those who through no fault of their own are
in need, to provide certain functions to protect us
from each other, and to maintain health and safety,”
Meese adds.

“Church bodies have to be careful about in-
volvement in political and public policy move-
ments,” Meese cautions, “but individual Christians
have a responsibility to become very deeply in-
volved.”

As Meese's own deep involvement bears testi-
mony to Christian witness, individual Christians
need to remember that acclaim of achievement
matters little as God counts things. Rather, “What-
ever your hand finds todo. do it with all vour might”
(Eccl, 9:10)and “Whatever youdo,doall totheglory
of God"” (1 Cor.10:31). Each mustserve the common
good in high and low places. &

Rev. Leland Stevens is executive editor

\ of the LUTHERAN WITNESS and
Reporter
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THE CHURCH SPEAKS TQ IDEOLOGIES

THE ROLE OF THE CHURCH IN THE EAST AND THE WEST

The 1983 symposium addresses a central issue in present
political life, both in East and West Europe as well as the
United States, the role of the Church (and of church members)
vis-a-vis " national governments. The Catholic Church in
Poland and the Lutheran Church in East Germany represent the
strongest organized centers of power other than the Communist
Party-run governments in those countries. In Western Europe
and the United States the Church is directly or through the
peace movement challenging the security policies of national
governments in a manner unprecedented in recent historical time:
The central issue of this symposium is: What is the legitimate.
role of the Church vis-a-vis civil authorities with respect to
ideological confrontation? Are national values, or ideologies,
outside the purview or competence of church officials? If not,
what does the Church have to say to those committed to defend
national values in a global nuclear confrontational context?

pA I}““&“ The first session will examine the relationship between
i 4 St msmational values and ideologies, both. in our own society and in
. an Eastern European society. Does the United States have an
‘“f A‘z""" ideology? Are we becoming more ideological in our relationships
;&d@? ther national states? How do other states, or peoples, per-
celve our value system, e.g. as an American ideology or as a
pluralistic, ideobgically—-ambivalent system? Conversely, while
we perceive Eastern European states as strongly ideological
Communist states, how do they perceive themselves?

N ALEO M

The second session will focus on the functional role of
{ux r ideology in modern day national societies. Nationalism itself
: will be examined as the most fundamental current ideology.
A 5 Based upon the discussion in the first session, the second session
Y will identify the pyschological and philosophical ob]ectlves
served by a dominant national ideology (secular religion), in-
cluding loyalty to the state and the existing social order and

/ 714»{?y4h
Fand Wlet

faih Bugan

support for the international policies of successive governments.
At times, however, national ideologies have been the instrument

of perverse purpose, imposing conformity by fear within a society
or demonologizing other nationality groups or ideological competi-
tor societies. Where does one draw the line between legitimate
obligations of a citizen and the obligations of moral conscience?
At what point do national ideologies cease to be constructive and
become instead dangerous, divisive and, in a nuclear age, suicidal?

The third session will introduce a theological dimension to
the issue developed thus far. From the perspective of the Church's
historical role as God's agent in and witness to man's secular
strivings, what role has the Church in defining the line between
legitimate national duty and moral duty to other valucs bnyond
ideology? 1Is that role of the Church as active participant in
political life different in the Rast and in the West?



August 24, 1982

Mr. Morton C. Blackwell

Special Assistant to the President
The White House

Washington, D. C. 20000

Dear Morton:

Enclosed is some recent correspondence from the pecple planning
the National Day of Prayer for Nuclear Disarmament. I thought
you would appreciate having a copy.

I do not plan to respond to the August 19 letter.

Sincer ,
Ke
w’/'
;o
(’<i6263é :

Ralph A. Bohlmann
President

RAB/mh



August 19, 1982

% Religious Action Center
2027 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dr. Ralph A. Bohlmann

President

The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod
500 North Broadway

St. Louis, Missouri 63102

Dear Dr. Bohlmann:

Please forgive my tardiness in responding to your
letter of July 19, 1982. We appreciate your interest in
the planning for a religious day of commitment to end the
arms race and understand that your body is not in a
position to formally endorse our event.

As a result of the July 22, 1982 meeting in New York,
it was agreed that in deference to those working in the
anti-nuclear movement on behalf of candidates who are up
for election in November, we would postpone the National Day
of Prayer until Sunday, May 22, 1983. This date has not
yet been announced officially but is likely to be the choice.

If all goes well there will be a convocation of religious
leaders in Washington, D.C. in October, 1982. The purpose
of this gathering will be for the leaders to proclaim their
convictions on the need to end the building, stockpiling and
deploying of nuclear weapons.

As of this writing we have over sixty personal sponsorships
for the Spring event and if all goes well we should have a
v ery successful event.

I will be happy to keep you informed of the progess in
our planning. Periodically throughout the year, you can
expect to hear from me.

With many thanks for your interest.

Sincerely,

IR

Jbdnna Caplan
Cdordinator




July 19, 1982

National Day of Prayer for Nuclear Disarmament
c/o Rabbi David Saperstein

2027 Massachugsetts Avenue, NW

wWashington, D. C. 20036

Gentlemen:

Thank you for your June 29 invitation to attend an important
meeting on July 22 and to consider adding my name to the list
of sponsors for the major event you are planning.

I will not be able to attend the July 22 meeting and I must
decline your invitation to become a sponsor for this event.

The Lutheran Church--Missouri Synod does not identify as a
church body with such undertakings, preferring to give guidance
to its membership that will enable individual Christians to
carry out their responsibilities as Christian citizens to the
best of their insight and ability.

I would appreciate your thoughtfulness in keeping me informed

of developments.

Sincerely,

Ralph A. Bohlmann
President

RAB/mh



NATIONAL DAY OF PRAYER FOR NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT

2027 Massachusetts Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20036

Dr. Ralph Buhlman

President

Lutheran Church, Missouri Synod
500 North Broadway

St. Louis, MO 63102

Dear Dr. Buhlman:

June 29, 1982

On October 17 there will be a mass religious convocation in Washington, D.C.,
the focus of a National Day of Prayer for Nuclear Disarmament. We are writing
to urge you to join us as Sponsors for this event, and to invite you to a

meeting on July 22, from 12:00 to 4:00 p.m.,

cation will be discussed.

at which time plans for the convo-

This invitation is being sent to one hundred religious and scientific leaders
nationally. The Sponsors will constitute the(g’verﬁing body for the convoca-
tion, and we hope you will be able to attend July %E;hﬁd participate directly in

planning it. If your schedule does not allow you to be present, we still hope
you will support this effort by adding your name to the list of Sponsors.

We have enclosed a copy of the proposal which outlines plans for October 17,
If you have any questions or suggestions about the proposal, please contact us
directly or through Rabbi David Saperstein, 2027 Massachusetts Avenue, NW,

Washington, D.C., 20036, (202) 387-2800,
Street, Bellingham, MA, (617) 966-0972.

or Dr. Ira Helfand, 19 North Main

The meeting on July 22 will be at the office of the Union of American Hebrew
Congregations, 838 Fifth Avenue (corner of 65th Street), New York.

We hope that you will join us 1in this important effort to end the nuclear arms

race.
Sincerely,

Bishop John Hurst Adams
Second Episcopal District
African Methodist Episcopal Church¥*

Bishop James Armstrong
President, National Council of Churches*

Bishop George Bashore
Boston Area Methodist Church*®

Dr. Hans A. Bethe
Professor of Physics
Cornell University*

Dr. Helen Caldicott
President
Physicians for Social Responsibility*

Bishop Thomas Gumbleton
Auxiliary Bishop of Detroit*

Dr. Alexander Leaf
Chairman, Dept. of Preventive
Harvard Medical School%*

Rabbi Alexander Schindler
President, Union of American
Hebrew Congregations¥*

Dr. Jerome Wiesner
President Emeritus
Mass. Institute of Technology*

*Affiliations for
identification purposes only



NATIONAL bAX OF PRAYER FOR NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT ’

Background: During the last several months we have been discussing the
need for a large national event to bring together the huge grass roots
movement for nuclear disarmament which has developed in this country. We
have been concerned that such an event should accurately reflect the
broad-based, middle pf the road nature of this movement, which cuts across

traditional political lines.

A National Day of Prayer: The event that we would like to propose is a

national mass religious convocation in Washington. We feel that it is
critical that this be an essentially religious event. Such a format woﬁld
demonstrate powerfully how this issue transcends usual political distinctions.
More importantly, it would speak to the spiritual despair which so many feel
when we confront the real possibility of nuclear destruction, a despair which
has, historically, held so many of us back from workihg on this probleﬁ.

Within the context of a religious program, it would be appropriate to
have a number of short talks about various specific aspects of the current
danger. Perhaps Dr. H. Jack Geiger could describe the effects of a nuclear
attack on Washington, a military leader might speak on the current state of
the arms race, and there could be a talk about the current state of the
disarmament movement. But these talks should be clearly part of an essentially
religious program, and we should avoid the usual list of twenty speeches from
representatives of every group connected with the event. The music for the
program would be drawn from the liturgical music related to peace. Perhaps
one of the major national orchestras would be willing to participate in the
program.

Local events around the country could be coordinated with the national

gathering. There could be church programs in every community in the country



that day about the threat of nuclear war. Perhaps all the church bells jin
the country could ring for one minute at noon time, accompanied by a

L ]
national minute of silent prayer such as we used to observe on Veterans Day.

Sponsorship: In keeping with the religious nature of the event, it should
be convened and governed by leaders of the religious community, and if
possible, formally sponsored by the national church organizations. It is
appropriate to include also medical and scientific organizations among the
sponsors because of the special role that the medical and scientific communities
have in explaining the .consequences of the nuclear arms race to the general

public.

Date: We have discussed the question of timing extensively and would
suggest that this event take place before the election, probably on Sunday,
6ctober 17, which is the first weekend after the Jewish High Holy Days.

It is our belief that a majér religious convocation of this sort will
have the same effects on the disarmament movement that the 1963 Civil Rights
March had on the struggle against segregation. It will define nuclear
disarmament as the central item on the national agenda and make opposition
to real efforts at disarmament as morally unacceptable as continued support

for segregation.

1

We feel that it is critically important for the religious and scientific
communities to continue to provide leadership to this movement, and we hope

you will join us in sponsoring this event.



LUTHERAN COUNCIL IN THE USA

475 L'Enfant Plaza West, S.W.
Suite 2720

Washington, DC 20024

202/ 484-3950

March 22, 1983

The President
White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

For nearly two years many advocacy offices in
Washington have been seeking to meet with representa-
tives of the liaison office of the White House. We
feel that we would gain much. in understanding and
information. We also believe we could share much with
those members of your administration who should be in
touch with religious organizations. I am speaking
here specifically about mainline groups-—-evangelical
Christians and other religious bodies.

Respectfully

C

Charles V. Bergstrom
Executive Digéctor
Office for Governmental Affairs

CVB'RLB

cc: Edwin Meese, III
William P. Thompson
James R. Crumley, Jr.
Dayid W. Preus

July 21, 1983
s »=MEMORANDUM TO THE FILE:

Meeting held with Dr. Bergstrom, Faith Ryan Whittlesey
and Morton C. Blackwell on Tuesday, July 19, 1983 at 2:30 p.m.

A COOPERATIVE AGENCY OF THE AMERICAN LUTHERAN CHURCH, ASS T
LLn14FpAh1npulp(n4Fg_LlrnqppAhjnhulpnhnhjAAAERKZAAANr)Llrn4FpAg?gtnJggﬁdaﬁgzxﬁﬁgégbf¥¥§






THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 2, 1983

Dear Mr. Bergstrom:

Thank you for your recent letter. I apologize for the
lateness of my reply.

Despite the reorganization of the Office of Public Liaison,

it is my firm intention to increase our communications with
responsible religious organizations. I therefore look forward
to meeting with you soon to discuss our mutual concerns.

The March 10 newspaper report was incomplete. Although we
are making personnel changes, Morton Blackwell will continue
as liaison to Protestant organizations. I have asked him to
contact you and set up a time when you and I can meet. I
look forward to discussing matters of mutual interest and
hearing your views on the issues of the day.

Sincerely,

Clica jﬁ w»a;q—%

Faith Ryan Whittlesey
Assistant to the President
for Public Liaison

Mr. Charles V. Bergstrom
Executive Director

Office for Governmental Affairs
Lutheran Council in the USA

475 L'Enfant Plaza West, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20024



April 8, 1983

TO: Faith Ryan Whittlesey
THRU: Jonathan Vipond
FROM: Morton C. Blackwell

Attached is the draft letter to
Charles Bergstrom.

Please let me know when the letter
goes out so I can make the follow-up
phone call for an appointment
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White House ear said open to mainline groups

By STAN HASTEY
WASHINGTON (BP) — Represen-
tatives of mainline religious groups are
optimistic the Reagan White House will
listen to their concerns as well as to thase
of the religious right.
The optimism was expressed after

representatives of four Protestant and.

one Jewish organization met with
presidential assistant Elizabeth Hanford
Dole.

However, at the same time, the four
Protestants asked that the ad-
ministration appoint someone other than
Morton C. Blackwell as their contact per-
son.

Charles V. Bergstrom, a Lutheran
executive who arranged the meeting
wifa 1 .s. Dole, said the group suggested
Mr. Blackwell, assigned earlier to deal
with Protestant groups, is toco closely
identified with new nght and religious
right causes.

“We need another contact” in the ad-
ministration, Mr.3ergstrom declared.

Others present for the meeting with
Dole and one of her chief assistants,
Diana Lozano, were Mary Jane Pat-
terson, director of the Washington office
of the United Presbyterian Church; Paul
Kittlaus of the Lnited Church of Christ;
David Saperstein, representing the
Union of American Hebrew Congre-
gations; and John W. Baker, general
counsel of the Raptist Joint Cornmittee
on Public Affairs

Mr. Bergstrom, who heads the office of
governmental a‘fairs for the Lutheran
Council in the USA, said he was ‘“‘very
impressed”’ with: Elizabeth Dole, an ac-
tive United Methodist. He said the group
of religious representatives had spoken,
“very, very openly” about public policy
differences between the mainline denom-
inations and those of the religious right.

The meeting’s main purpose, he said,

was to acquaint members of the
president’s staff with the coopcrative ef-
forts of faith groups through their
Washington offices. Christian
denominations and other religious bodies
maintain two basic cooperative
organizations in the nation’s capital, he
explained.

One of these, the Washington In-
terreligious Staff Council, meets twice a
month to map out common strategy for
influencing current legislation. By com-
mon agreement, some issues which
divide the religious community, such as
abortion and public aid teo parocnial
schools, are off limits.

The other organization, IMPACT, has
as its main objective the mobilization of
individuals across the country to lobby
Congress at any given moment on an
issue of common concern.

The group meeting with the presiden-

tial assistant also informed her that once
each quarter, heads of 10 to 12 of the
nation’s largest faith groups meel in
Washington for breakfast, usually with
members of Congress. Mr. Bergstrom
said the group suggested to her that
President Reagan be scheduled to meet
with those leaders in the near future. Mr.
Dole’s response was ‘‘very positive,” he
said.

Besides Mr. Blackwell, two other ad-
ministration officials have been assigned
to deal with religious bodies, she in-
formed the group. Jack Burgess, also
assigned to work with the business, labor
and agriculture sectors, will be liaison to
the Catholic community. Targeted as
liaison to Jewish groips is Jacob Stein,
whose other assignments include dealing
with the National Security Council and
the U.S. Commission to the United
Nations.

oy

oty

































STRAIGHT WIRE

May 5, 1983

lr, Anthony R, Bjella
Tatheran Brotherhood

625 Fourth Avenue Socuth
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55415
(612) 340~7248

!\.ancy and I are happy to extend our warm greetings to members and quests
of the Iatheran Brotherhnod as you meet in your Twentv-first Quadrennl 21
Conventinn.

This occasion provides us with a welcome opportunity to wish vou well in
the important work you are doing for vour members.

With warm personal regard.

sincerely, RONALD REAGAH

Ronald Reagan

RR:LIVINGSTON:
cc: K.Osborne/M. BlackweLl./D Livingston/CF
EVENT: MAY 7 :
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- - A Statementon
we — fi oy
Religionen m ICiCs

Issued by the Lutheran Council in the USA on behalf of
The American Lutheran Church, The Association of
Evangelical Lutheran Churches and Lutheran Church in America.

Endorsed by LC/USA General Secretary John R. Houck,
ALC President David W. Preus, AELC President William H. Kohn
and LCA President James R. Crumley Jr.

The American Lutheran Church, The Association of Evangelical Lutheran Churches and
Lutheran Church in America firmly disagree with Christians or coaliticns of Chris-
tians who plan political action under any guise of religious evangelism, worship or
revivalism-——or "in the name of Jesus." These partner churches in the Lutheran Council
support plurzlism and freedom of all people in the political process in the United
States and maintain that pushing for total agreement on moral issues is not the same
as advocating for legislacion which will enhance the common good. "Religious grounds”
should not be used as the exclusive yardstick for determining the quality of candi-
dates for political office.

As leaders of Lutheran church bodies, we strongly discourage members of Lutheran
churches from joining or supporting movements which confuse church-govermment rela-
tions and distort the churches' advocacy mission in the political world. We support
parish pastors and church leaders who do not endorse such movements.

As Lutherans in the U.S., we recognize that an increasingly complex society has pro-
duced growing interdependence and interaction among groups, .persons and resources in
the govermmental, economic and voluntary sectors. The govermment's responsibilities
to maintain equity and order have led both the churches and the state into greater
contact and, at times, into tension. As govermmental bodies seek to perform their
roles and the churches seek to fulfill their missions, each needs to be aware of the
other’s purposes, principles and methods. In their endeavors, both the churches and
the govermment have the task of formulating and clarifying position statemenrts and
guildelines for implementation and application when appropriate.

Lutherans acknowledge the twofold reign of God, under which Christians live simul-
taneously. God is ruler of both the world and the church. The church is primarily
the agency of the Gospel in the new age of Christ, while the state is primarily the
agency of the Law in the old age of Adam. Given the balance of interests and ditffer-
ing responsibilities of the churches and the government in God's world, the Lutheran
churches advocate a relationship between the churches and the government which may be
expressed as Yinstitutional separation and functional interaction.” Both the church-
es and the govermment are to delineate and describe the proper and respousible extent
of their functional interaction in the context of God's rule and the inscitutional
separation of church and state.

In affirming the principle of separation of church and state, Lutherans in the U.S.
respectfully acknowledge and support the tradition that the churches and the govern-
ment are to be separate in structure. As the Constitution provides, government
neither establishes nor f- -ors any religion. It also s¢” "zuards the rights of all



persons and groups in society to the free exercise of their religious beliefs, wor-
ship, practices and organizational arrangements within the laws of morality, human
rights and property. The govermment is to make no decisions regarding the validity
or orthodoxy of any doctrine, recognizing that it is the province cf religious groups
to state their doctrines, determine their polities, train their leaders, conduct
worship and carry on their mission and ministries without undue interference from or
entanglement with govermment. ‘

Lutherans in the U.S. affirm the principle of functional interaction between the °
govermment and religious bodies in areas of mutual endeavor, so that such interaction
assists the maintenance of good order, the protection and extension of civil rights,
the establishment of social justice and equality of opportunity, the promotion of the
general welfare and the advancement of the dignity of all persons. This principle
underscores the Lutheran view that God rules both the civil and spiritual dimensions
of life, making it appropriate for the govermment and the churches to relate creative-
ly and responsibly to each other.

Lutherans hold that their churches have the responsibility to describe and clarify to
their members and to society the mission of the Lutheran churches and to determine,
establish, maintain and alter the various forms through which that mission is ex-
pressed and structured. The distinctive mission of the churches includes the procla-
ration of God's Word in worship, in public preaching, in teaching, in administration
of the sacraments, in evangelism, in educational ministries, in social service minis-
tries and in being advocates of justice for participants in the social order. Ac-
cording to Lutheran theology, the civil govermment's distinctive calling by God is to
maintain peace, to establish justice, to protect and advance human rights and to pro-
mote the general welfare of all persons.

It is a misuse of terms to describe govermment and politics as godless or profane,
because God rules both the civil and the spiritual dimensions of life. Thus it is
unnecessary and unbiblical for any church group or individual to seek to "Christian-
ize" the govermment or to label political views of members of Congress as ''Christiaun"
or “religious." It is arrogant to assert that one's position on a political issue is
"Christian" and that all others are "un-Christian," "immoral" or "sinful." There is
no "Christian" position; there are Christians who hold positions. Govermment under
God employs reason and power for social justice, peace and freedom.

To describe one group's political position as "The Christian Voice" and one move-
ment's political agenda as a movement "for Jesus"™ is wrongly judgmental. It is also
an affront to Jewish and other religious advocates whose religions hold social jus-
tice as a social form of love of neighbor. Devout Christians and Jews agree and
disagree between and among themselves regarding political decisions and can agree and
disagree with nonbelievers. Advocacy for social justice is part of the mission of the
churches according to Lutheran theology. Such advocacy may often bring disagreement
on issues and votes as to how to strive for justice.

*

So we challenge members of Lutheran churches as evangelical Christians to worship and
pray as Christian congregations. All persons need forgiveness. We also challenge

all citizens and corporate religious groups to participate in the process of decision-
making for the common good, and we encourage cooperation with other religious and
voluntary associations in this work of advocacy.
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