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Beyond the labels, average people wishing to restore American principles

By JERRY CAMMARATA

ryvhere swkdenly seem to bhe a great many
[righlencd peopte raising Lheir voices in the
maedia—innewspaper Op Fd pieces, magazine es-
5, lelevision commentaries and vadie {olk
-whose nightmare cenlers around whal
they perceive (o be a plot Lo take over the United
Stotes by something that hag come {0 be called
the “religious right.”
The aspect of that “plot’ which seems to woerry
them moest is the possibility that a horritie phe-
nomaenon called “lam-

Taws always do and will reflect the agreed-upon
moerality, principies and values of the people from
whon (hey etanate and whom they govern Toor
such legislation to do otherwise would be
ridiculous.

Furthernore, s nel onty the right. but an olli-
pation, of uny participaling cilizens--parents,
business owners, docfors, housewives, educators,
pelilicians, scerclories, scientists, consltruction
workers, a8 well as commentatorg--1o 1alk about,
creafe and support appropriate community and
national slandards, The fact td the end products
of such discussions may parallel religious beliefs

porlorms hig or her functions. 1Mirst, there is the
set of heliels, pesitions, interests and values of the
people whom the oflficial represenis. Second,
there is the sel of beliefs, positions, interests and
vatues of the individual, That public ollicid cin-
not. have the hubris Lo believe that he is clected
stmply Lo vole his personal opinion: his moandate
is to represent the views of bis constitfuenls, On
the other had, no one can expect any luman be-
ing (o be un antomaton whose own conscience will
play no role in his decisions.

Such thorny fssues as abortion, humaesexuality
and assisted suicide have recently bronght this
contlict to the lore-

ily values” will he
fotsted upos an unsus-
pecling  pmblic and
bring about the down-
il of America. In a
recent assertion in a

Frightened voices warn of a plot to take over the United States
by something that has come to be called the ‘religious right.”’

fron{ of our discus-

stons and, wollen,
heated debates
comanbtiy  racet-

ings. The responst
of crities of Tamily

widely distribuled ar-
ticle one spokesman, a minister, contended that
“lamily valnes™” are, in actoality, C'code words
fi an evangelical socioreligious  perspective,
used o marginalize, i pel blackball, non-
crlormists.” Whow!

lu Tact, the principies generally referved to as
“lamily values” hre notl a creation of the Chris-
tien Coulition, the Vatican, (he Foens nn the Famn-
ily wade, a conference of Orthodox rabbis, the
Archdiecese of New York or an Islunic coalition,
e are they the invention of any other religious
proup or denomination. Thoey are, rather, gener-
Ally agrecd npon, long-held tenets of the people of
onr nilion (The najority of whom alsa happoes Lo
profess religiosily), ovlgrowlhs of the complex
forees of cullure, history, tradition, family, reli-
gion and communily and, yes, contrary to what
these Tearful people would bave you helieve, of
individual thought and judgment.

To depicl such valiues as the agenda-driven con-
struets of a cabal of Prolestant teievangelisls and
Catholic prelates is 1o reduce one'’s [ellow cilizens
1o the level of simpletons, naively accepling dic-
lates as they're led Lo slaughler. How would such
crilics explain, 1 wonder, the atheisls or agnos-
ties, of whom [ know many, who profess identical
“family valuoes'?

AL the recent promulgation of the eneyclical
Veritatia Splendor by Pope John Paal 11, which
deals inils discussions of the Roman Catholic per-
spective on the nature of good and evil with such
subjects as euthanasia, contraceplion, artifictal
insemination, premarital sex and abortion, in-
stead of being greeled wilh respect and study as
past papal encyciicals have been, even by their
apponents, many of the values-fearing crowd
couldn’t wait to ridicule the document, shouling
hysterically that the encyelical was an attack on
[veedom, Machiavellian, anti-Uhis and anti-that,
Fven worse, some used il as an excuse 1o parade
out a garbage heap of anti-Catholic rheloric, 1he
likes al which haven't been heard since the days
of the Know-Nothing Pariy.

‘The alanuists glumty warn thal lanily values
plotters” hove as one of their goals injeciing
their belicfs into the laws of our land, gelling “lhe
stafe to legisinte what religion can't seem to do,””
as one pul it.

Tacil in soch stalements is the helief that
people’s minds, or the collective consciousnoss of
a nalien, can semehew be comparimentalized
inte distinct, often contradiclory, processes, one
for law, another for principles. No maiter bhow
wieh tab-thumping may be employed (o drown it
oul, the facl is that in any democratic society,

docsn't make them invalid nor indicale a desire to
tern owr nation infe a theocracy,

One thing the worriers seem Lo fail Lo compre-
hend fs that “Srveligion,” in the most encompassing
sense of the word, meaning faith in a supevior
foree and o fixed set of principles and values
whicl Torm the logical basig of an individual’s ae-
finng, is an inescapahle component of humanity.
While they inay ile 1he "religions vight," they
do nod geciu fo realize thaf Uie secular humanism
and moral relativism which pervade se many
2h-cenlury agendas and are reflected in their
rhelorie, as well as the currenl mania for
Ypolitical correctness” and, parlicularly, {he
hrand of aggressive atheism which tries so hard
to mask Digolry under a facade of “neatrality,”
are “religions’” foo, True helevers pursue such
“laiths' in the same way one would follow any
olher religion, preaching, proselytizing, indoolyi-
naling and converting, often with the samoe zeal,
intoterance and lonaticism of which they sol-
emaly warn. So, by their own standard, no one
should he able 1o vole or hoid office in America,
since each of us follows some form of “'refigion.”

These fearful people always cile the Founding
Fathers ag lhev ingist that there be a separa-
tion of church and stale in owr nation, as well ag
guarantees ol religious [reedon for all, and there
aren't many Americans who wouldn’t cheer that
with a resounding “Amen! " Bul there's quite a
distinclion helween separaling chareh and state
angd oullawing any recognition of the exislence of
aod,

The Declaration of Independence, for example,
iz fuit of references te God, including the oft-
quoted phrase, .. they are endowed by their Cre-
alor with ceriain unalicnable rights..”” and the
conciusion, L with a firm relianee on the protee-
tion of Divine Providence...” There isn'l a cort-
room or official cormission in the United Sfates
where wilhesses do not swear Lo telf the truth “so
help me God,” and the Pledge of Allegiance, of
course, includes the phrase, “under God.” added
Lo it as recenlly as 1954, The president is sworn in
on a Bible and Congress beging cach session with
a praver, aind ge far neither of these has been
Tourd uneconstitutional,

What this whele argument beils down o, it
seems 1o me, is whal representative govermnenl
is all aboul, At cvery level, from the presidency to
the loen! school board of the smallest lown, two
forces come into play when an elecled official

values is 1o iy o
exclude from the governmental process those
who don’'thelieve as they do. Their railing sgains!
the “religions right’" is, to use their own {erminol
agy, cmploying “code words” fo ey {0 silence
Lhese whose values happen Lo coincide with those
of some religions, bhut the faet is thatl the majority
of their adversaries are not religions {analics noy
exlremists al all, For the most part, they are sim-
ply average voung men and women, senier citi-
zens and parents who seek lor themseives e
their children a restoration of whal they under-
sland to be the common principles of the Ameri-
can people.

F inally and obviously, as those who oppose
Tamily values and celebrate civil liberties
would be the first Lo point oul, there is o document
catled the First Amendment fo (the United Stales
Constitution. What scems fo worry the worriers is
that those hervid peaple they categorice as he
“religious right” dare Lo speak oul peblicly and
Lry Lo influenge others with their views, Would
these members of the 'nonreligious el deny the
Pat Reberlsons and Jerry Falwells, Cardinal
Q'Connor, Orthodox rabbis and strict Muslims—
all American citizens who happen 1o say many ol
the  same  thingg--the  right {0 cxpress
themselves?

Cne commmentator goes se far as o contend,
I'his religious righl confronts us wilh a threat
[ar greater than the old threat of conununism.”
Shall we resurrect the formal of the 19508 hear-
ings and parade Lhese suspects belore a panel
which would ask, “Are you now or have you ever
heen a member of an organized religion?™ then
jail or deport these who respend alfirmalively, or
brand them with a scarlel “IR™ and forever han
them frem bolding public office?

I don't think that the anti-family-vatues crusad-
ors need stay up nighis in fear of a conp déot by
the “religions vight,” any more than those of us
who support the concept of Tamily values really
helieve thal our nation would be so Toolish as 1o
swallow whole the agenda of the lelt. What our
Founding Irathers brillinntly provided was o form
of govermuent in which all veices are heard and
malter. Attemptis to exclude one group or another
from that wonderfut forum arve as old as the re-
publie ilseif, and, thask God, such eflorls are
doomed to [ailure.

Mr. Cammarata, a speech therapist, is secrefary of
Comimiunily School Beard 31 on Staten {sland.




