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'»Sc^'iixaa âg p '^ è ré  would Wcvé bèen ho dOi&t ih  thé .. 
rniods p-¿ - '̂ ÙL; ;''£c|eäiT î €|IL4ĵ Q̂ 29' -- and separation
ofohuroh ahd s ta te  fo r ^con to  .Vote |n  the p résen t . •
situation*; Now even ma&7 Baptists ac4 é h ^ tia t ìs  

. áre undecided* 'I f  every C hristian doés Ms duty on ejection 
■ day the rlg á t aah'W ill be élected President, shd he wön% ¿ 

^ s f á th á l ie ? ^  : ‘ '

The 1960 presiden tial èìeetion had 1he elos;est popular vote 

between thetw o candidates of any election inhistO ry* I t  wouidhave 

bêéà # ^ td  conceivable to have had President Kennedy elected bÿ thé 

■ minority of -popular vote* ■ Bihce the Republican Party is  a minority . 

in  the ünitéd :StátéS| foir á B ej^ iicaa . tö  «ini a p residen tia l ' election i t  

is  necessary to-Càpture/ä segment of tibe Pëmoôfaüé electorate':*- The 

Republicans did a ttra c t a hOgpent of-the Bemocratic electo rate iñí i960 

but npt enough to sin  the eldétitm ,

ih  á continuing Study. done, ^y the Survey Researoh Center a t the 

U niversity of Miohìgan o f recent national elections, i t  Was found th a t 

very few E iserho^r U ® ^rats voted fö r Nixon in  i960* I t  was 

conol^ed th a t i f  %  lo s t the È ^enhò^r Ùembcrèts without

gaining Bemooratìc^  ̂ area he wouM have lo s t the

%  . RESBäßÖH pjáSÍOW . . .

1Sentón delivered by ' 6r*' Owen Dotólas á t thé Consé^ative B ap tist.
Church, Springfield,.
sermon was HThink on These Things.«

Comber-5% t i t l e  of theY>-. .. -



ìfr 0  of the voté** 1' however, life; in u l ta  Of the i96Q slectiun 

©bent th a t ■thôte'.ySS' à diffère©©  of less than 0b0..íiaif¡ of onè percent . 

in  th© popular vote between Nison andKennedy. A segment of tbs 

Bémooratié vote?© defected from the Democratic Party in  order to  vote 

fo r thè Ee|nd)lÌóah o a ^ d a tó  The Surrey Research Center has concluded 

th a t Kennedy lo s t a net vote of 2 'to-. ;or Cue 

votes dxte to h is Catholic religious • a ffilia tio n *  I t  1©' estlm ted  by 

the Starved Research Center th a t Kennedy had a gross loss Of abtmt 756 ;of 

the vote due to  his Ga1hòM0 cd flÌÌa tio n | th a t i©¿GáthóÍic Republicans 

otherwise would hay© voted fo r Nixon Out Kennedyls; loss by about; 5SSy 

T hus'it can b© said th a t the relig ious a ff ilia tio n  o f Kennedy ‘Vas one :

Of the; most Im j^rtant faotoz© which contributed ; to-'his;\'na-íyow ¿arglM 'o f . 

d ic ib i l i»  :th s 't^ te # r '

' The it^ o f eiiphasls Of- th is Study is', th a t o # -, -, 

béhàiior when they are OaUghtin a cr^S-piessU feIsitùatlonir i ^ e ^ ;iû; the 

:stUdy:1b©:Wt^^ is? divided ‘between Ms . church

a ff ilia tio n  and h is p o litic a l party a ffilia tio n *  ; Three propeaitionfp 

which have beSn; formulated with which to  give d irection  to  thé stuâÿ 

are  as '

.i*; : \̂ astqbéiiétie(̂  "ifeSÈBâl' .0̂ - .
relig ious a ffilia tio n *  when choosing between two candidates,

• ' . ‘ïjjÎfĉaÉÉ;*dtà--; >.
: ■■■’ ‘;V'\ V ' ' ; ;V-'■ ’;■• ■ ;; ; .•■

^The University of' Michigan Survey Research Center estimated th a t
1 out of every 9 votes cast in  I960 reflected  a change froa thè normal 
voting pattérn j th is  behavior was caused by ,tbe 'religious issue in  the 
campaign. ' ÉÉlip. E«.[Gonvéxee« ^T ^ t Cloi^édVhehneàVHM  ̂ '
Parogresalv©,; iteli $$' ^ReligióUé; Issue in  '.
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2* $he impoítanó© of, religious t
1 Protestaht voters v i l i  tend to coinsV thèm to e ith er abstain ’ 

free*. doting o r ,cross, party .lines'- in  order to ayoid yotíñg . ■ ■ 
fb* a nOT^protestahtf

3* : Catholic ! véters do hot tend to, cross party -lined ini order to  . 
vote fo r th e ir co^reiiglohistsf.

1* .-it the presidSntial level* Republican Pundoanentails t  : church ' 
members w ill vote undividediy fo r the,-.Republican- candidate>if 
;the ï^ ô ç ra tie ;candidate is . a Catholic- church -oioiaber̂  -

2-*. At the p residen tial level* i^ooratiC ; funda&sntaliat church 
1 ' vaabefa v i l i  either- abstain from voting or a asdori%  o f . ■■■. 

them v i l i  cross party lines to vote Republican i f  ‘à- Catholic 
is  nominat^i fo r président«* . ' -

■ 3* At the p residen tia l lev a li Rei^M ean Caiholic votew  w ill . 
vote prim arily fe r  thé Republican candidate regardless of 
whether th e . Reoooratio candidate is  a', Ççthoiiç ior hot*

-Che shouM note the absence o f a ih ^ th e s is  regarding the SeeocratlO

Cathplief I t  is  assumed th a t he. v ill i  not* vote fo r a HepubliCan ¿oh* -

Catholic* h o ^ ë r * . ^  is  purely i& p lic it as l i t t l e  or M

evidence can be föiasd1 to  substantiate i t* . . îhe basis fo r: w riting .

hypothesis onep tvo and three stems p a r a t e l i # ‘thé Voting behavior

which was h0tád in  t928 when Al ‘ ̂ VQÁiífe!ê Í̂N:''tíÉí̂ '.

democrats fo r the presidency and subsequently lo s t to  Herbert Hooverf



involved in  the election campaign to  s ta te  th a t Smith*® Gatholicisia was 

'th e  ĵ Ktïôaiÿf; -îiiSî Ôlh' defeated him*- However*;. while. i t  was nottfee

primary factor*.;li. was. a very important eontfibutihg facto r to  the 

dhfeat of Smith* Protestants United in .1928 to  vote a^aihst the ■ 

«'Popish Plot*;8 ..ït has\bs<ti generally accepted th a t th e  votes which ■ 

Saith did getoame from the Gatholid and the Jewish segments in  th e . 

large p itie s  * -1928 was: h  p i^yo 'tiag^tudi'es1 era and the assumptions 

as to voting behavior were purely impli-eit* l i t t l e  or no em pirical data 

supports these asstroptions * ;

in  a d d i t i f # -  ^ e ':|928 election* the behavior of a: number of ■ 

f ^ te t te n f  ehurd^f-;|hhit'.p rier to ■ '

indicated that some' of ' the Protestant ehüHh^eee'la/.uère going to  make 

relig ion  an issue ih  thé'’i 9 ^ ' 3̂ % $den*iai' eampSigh when tK ^ d S *  the 

■ p o ss ib ility  of iohn % ;. 'fafatogpi-. d  Catholic*. being nominated. by the 

i3châ0e»3r&'%ei-' Hto. --1̂  ̂ p ^ id éh ép ^-’ ■

Vèfy l i t t l e  wdrk has been done with people in  a  cross pressure : 

situ a tio n  iinjelN^É Considered éaçrêà by màny|*

■ 4

fyifce eagjlahation of the i|i>8 p residen tial Campaign. postuiates: th a t 
the most important issue in  the election was th a t of prosperity and the 
maintenance hf ihe  statua cpms* The sepcami most impo^ .
th a t of p^hibition*. Siid th a t the p ro h ib itif  laws then in
ealstenee were unworkable* and th is  alienated the drÿs'%, ' The th ird  most 
important issue* according to th is a»aiyaie*was the cry  of fammany and 
Tammany corruption év^>'tho«i^i Thmmany forces were
not giving eo i^lete support to  Smith*. The fourth most impertant .issue 
was considered to be religion« Roy V« Peel and Thomas C. Donnelly?
The 1928 Campaign (Mew York* 'I d o h s r d i^ .1 h ''&&§$ pages
52*62* This explanation -éf.' issues using an importance seal© is  not 
e o tifé ir ' VàlId' as one iasue 'ü iteraéts tglth other issues to  re-enforce 
the Voter whether he be a Democrat of a  Republican* As an easmplé*.
New fork Tammany was supported by a  large block of ethnic groups which 
were prim arily



and not meant to be dissected* Any probing Into re lig ious behavior 

results*  in  many casés, In a lien a tin g , the group being studied and 

.tometiaei ^results in ' such strong antagonist th a t Completing ■ the study 

■ becomes . impossible*; Itor the sa te  reason^ yefy l i t t l e , research ■ has been 

dons in  the :0eld /;Of: ReHgton isvthe -

Sacred eow of the social sciences* not to be studied fo r fear of ■.

' alienating  threaten the so c ia l so ie n tis t

; is  fo r these reasoijs. th a t th is

w ill be m aii^  a probe ¿̂ ir.-Wiswr

involving religion and Will- be fat' fc$ji being a ll inclusive*.

I t  ha | «¿Iri^^' bset indicated that some of 'ptetKPiSJ&tos

intended to- take religion an issu ô in  thei^GO general élection even 

before John Kennedy had received the notinatdon for president a t thé 

liiti^rétio , national coir?ention-»i ■. m the beginning the c rite ria  for the 

selection of ::ohn^h menberships to be atudied was determined by . 

■¡̂ «̂ «5.̂ *3̂ ’ ' - ^ i ^ p . â̂tçir- ■■ -0:ibe®>̂?ï of thé PB0  ̂1

1POA0 is. an organization which was founded In 19A7j i t  presently 
has f i f ty  chapters. located ir?ea$knit the^lh^ted'-statee'and'hae #■•■■■' 
national heaOtounrters in- Wa3hingtbn4 D*G. fhe P0$J% program is  as 
fCllowSf'.. ^RealiMng th a t the fu ll weight of the Koman Catholic Church 
would henceforth be thrown against the wall of Ghurch^Stat© separation* 
these leaders , reeogniaed the need fo r an action group. tC- opposé: th ié- 
drive and re#asSert the American trad itio n  ¡*w the organization puts out 
a  monthly. publication en titled  Ghureh ■̂ ■̂̂ ^ ; B ^ é é -be8^laqs numerous 
Other publications» Protestants and Other Americans United For 
Separation of Church and State* P*O.A«U, Pït>grwnrPurpQ3e»»Ho.neh A report 
prepared by the PQAU (Washington G* G*i PÔAD» I960)* pages 1-2«

îhe POAD publications are very poorly documented and i t  is  almost 
impossible to ascertain  what source m aterial is  being used to 
substantiate same Of th e ir  charge against th e ir  ■ opponents* .
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(Protestants and Other Americans United fo r the Separation ofGhurch 

and State)* One ether P rotestant church was added Ulster i t  van 

disOevePid .that- ita m in is te r  had' taken a strong an ti-catho lic position. 

ia addition to  the P rotestant churches, the Catholic church was also 

included in  the study.: After the ekurehes had been selected , i t  was 

found th a t a l l  o f the Protestant churches were ftodamentalist* in  th e ir 

doc trin es 5 fo r th is  reason the groups to  be studied wersbroken down 

in to  the following categories» (!) fundamentalist P rotestant church 

membership, (2) ' # e :#aihelip  chorch membership,. (3) ether Protestant 

church membership (sometimes ca lled  the H beral! Protestant churches:), 

and (A) a  group Of people Who admit to  no relig ious a ff ilia tio n  or 

adherence to  the doctrine Of any church, tfce'dbsire>$as to  contrast 

each of the four groups with each other in  regard to  relig ib ijs behavior 

and/or voting behavior* 2h© m inisters of eight churches were contacted, 

and a l i s t  of th e lr oharoh membership.'Was- requested* All. of the .. 

churches except the Seventh Day Adventist Church and the Church of the

■ 1Funda®entaliem i s  a movement in  Amsfitan Protestantism  which 
airessea a l i t e r a l  transiation  of the Bible«8ib llc a l h isto ry , creation , 
v irg in  b ir th ,' and prophecy««!th regard to  matters of fa ith  and morals. 
Michael Argyle, in  h is Study Cf? religious' ■ behavior, has' said ■ th a t sect - 
members who are fervent fpndamentaliste are unstable,, almost always 
having hysterical tendencies. Sect members, f<n* the most p a rt, a r e . 
re la tiv e ly  uneducated and belong to the working class largely , Argyle 
also  sta tes t h a t H ^ ® ^  f a l l  most c learly  in to  th is category
are Hie .Pentecostalists, Seventh Shy Adventists, Jehovah’s Witnesses, 
and the various E llipse•bcd ioat*« , 'Michael: Argyle, Religious - '■ • 
Behaviour (louden,! ■ Boutledge & Kegan Paul., 1958), pages 175*176, .



Nazarene made th e ir  to ta l church membership available} the Seventh Day 

Adventist Church add' thé Church of the Naaarene would only make 

available fo r the study a;selected membership lis t,-a s '■determined by the

■ m inisters of thé respective churches* The reason fo r th e ir  not mala 

: a m ia b le ' 'their ■ tó tá i¿'»ééhe0hip was not e^ la ih ed  and is  òohaequèbbly 

Unknown* ,/■

there is  very l i t t l e  data available which shows the degree to;whicb 

the to ta l community iá  oriented towards re li^ o n *  that; 4ie- to sey* to;, 

church membership and/or àttéhdanéé«/.. However* in  1956 a nationwide '.
- !4'; . , . , ■

gtudy of church meinhorship was published b y th e  National Council of - 

ChurcheSi? and i t  was found th a t Ofiéóh ranked a t the böttöja as fa r as - 

Ohúrch m isi^rsi^p was oonéerned». , Whereas the. n a tio n ^  average fa r . 

ohwch -memhephip Of the population * çhuréh membership of a l l

fa ith s forOregoh was hut 27:/$'*; habe Cotmty» in  which Qigene is  ’ 

located]» had an e7en lower ohurch a^uhership record than the low Oregon 

average. * liane GOuhtyle church membership accounted fo r . Only of - 

the population^ As Of the 1950 ‘Census* lane County had a  population Of

' % ati'0hal Gcmnoil of Churches* Churches and Church Membership ; •
tha tlnlted States* A rCport preparM by the B uréauo fR ^  and ..
Survey, <Hew forks National Council of Churches » 1956), Series C no,: 56 
tab le  12$/ •• l t : should be ;hé|ëâ> th a t the counting of church membership ' • 
took place between 1951 end early  1954* The National Council of 
Churches report works with 1950 census; figures although same of the v 

. figures f ói^chUich méâharohipVâid/not,; pome; ih  u n til 1954* Manipulating 
: f ig u e s  dàs''1steâô9'. àii
church meàberahlp beiûg ^  by possibly two or ^ e  percent]» ,



162,690j «nri g á^ iy!h Thĝ ifibñrphlp of 31,047* îh s Roman Catholic Church 

bad a menbership of 4*392 nembero* pr 14$ Of the lane County church 

• population and ..2;$$'-0f the to ta l popula t io n c f  lsaô: County* . îhé 

churches ihieh hefte been designated ^Pundatoentelist^h^ as to ta l 

church membership foi? babà County* 9*953 members or 32$.: efvtha. to ta l 

church population and <È$ of the to ta l population of lene County* In 

order to. b r li^  the - f e t P ö i ä s r !$■ Should be noted,th a t •„■
i

Bugeneis population accounts for 31$ of thé total population b f lane

GOunty* •. • -; \.

■ fhe lach o f adequate funde made i t  necessary to  lim it the sample 

to  be seleoted ^& a segfttónt Of iktgone only rathoa? than to  having - 

‘.^^idntiiil!0di'-f!l^--. the .to ta l c ity  popruiatlon arsa.*. The • area- selected . 

■arbiläfsfilyi ■ ran from |$te<t^ìh S tre it to  fä in t^ lb n rth - S trebt*  vbst of 

J&ìlamettQ S treet eactending to  the .l^3t:ÓÌty'ÌiBiitS;*, In th is a re a  a l l  

types of neighborhood^, from the very weilthy to the only sium area ; . 

Sagene can claim* are  represented* On one tM rty*siX block area are 

very ̂ < ŝpteBââ̂ :tbdn^s: estimated, to be up to and oyer ■ the f if ty  thousand 

do llar class , ¿toother large area has médium priced hones -abili'' another 

large sa5tion ''0i',tí^ . ' '# ^ ;hás soni, very ;oid h ^ ^  haye\bseh ■; 

divided In ti'.io y  t^ ta lr ip a r ti^ ta jj; . On the outer fringe of the; a ria  is  

a  sium afèa*, ïh is  area has a h lg h ^ é a iity  Oa^olic, population sine© 

the Catholic payçChial school and # e 6 n t ! ^  both located

in  th is area« I t  become necessary to  go outside o f thè prescribed, 

boundaries* hpwsUer* in  order to  get an adequate number of fundamenta l i s t



ppoiestant Church members • While the fundamentalist P rotestant Church 

jobbers vere hot ccuCentrated heavily in  'assy Ohe area* i t  should be 

noted th st'th ere^w erS '-^  liv ing  in  the very expensive

By eontrolling tfce area* the htaaber of church msitfcera to  be 

studied was redtìòéd .'té  W 4 *  ■ The names of these 1031 Chtireh m eters 

were checked a t ihS' lane County Court House tó  determine whether they 

were registered. voters* 730 of th e  1051 were registered voters * end 

th is  730 wee ' th e  group which fin a lly  made bp the purposive 

LpnMng a t  Table 1*1* i t  is  in te restin g  to  note that 

datholiOe are Democrats and 1 $  are Reimblieans , . I t  would seem th a t 

•is unique as to the high proportion of Catholics who #re •

Republicans* In the Erie County study1 done in- 1910f i t  was found th a t

F*, Lanark eld and a group, o f  so c ia l sc ien tis ts  did a voting 
study in  Erie County* Ohio* f*U®; May u n til HCveober» 1910* They 
wished, to study and observe the progress and effec t of the presiden tial 
Campaign in  th a t coràBunityj however* the study Centered around 600 
respondents * ' The interviewers were to  ra te  tb s respondents on th e ir 
sooio-*ecc®omic sta tu s (SES) » Tbs eórréìàtion  between two interviewers 
On the same respondent with regard to  SES was between *6 and ¿7*. The 
percentage of Catholics who Were Republicans in  Erie County varied 
between 29?» fo r those high on the SES scale to  a low of . of those 
whowere lòw ón the SES scale.*.- The difference between Protestants and 
Catholics was noteaused by the trad itio n a lly  Democratic minority . 
ethnic groups as are found in  the c itie s  since in  Ohio there was only 
One ethnic group of any s ic e  besides the Snglo^axons * and th a t 'was! the 
Germans* Lasarfeld’s answer to th is  strange phenomenon is  th a t ®seme ' 
parishioners^/especi^ly ' those not in terested  in p o litle a  in  the - f i r s t . 
place, simply follow the .lead of th e ir p rie s t as- ah. expression of the _ 
.group'Solidl^ly so frequently found among ■CsthCiiCt^ Another possible 
explanation th a t i s  given is  tha t th is  is  the expression of an out 
group supporting an out party* baaarfeld maintains th a t Bthe Catholic 
may votò Sèsooraiio.% ' of this'CcSn&^i minority
id en tifica tio n ."  Pani .p*- liazarfeld# 3|& People’s  Choice (2nd Ed*; rev*} 
Hew Xork? Golunhia U niversity Prèss,*: .....





TABLE 1*2 

Education

Mount OíP; ■ fundamentalist • Catholic • .• J e ta s te » !  • Ho Prefcrésce

Grades 1*8 33 ' 22 • 21 Ì5 % $■• ;•■£$'■ 23

Gradés $ |i2 ;'; 59 39 63 45 43 43 : -9 41

jçae; college* ■
Gradiij College -
post Grad* 51 ■'%' 35 25 43 ■ 48 6 27

Ihtölness atìd '
Trade School . ̂ . 7  ' ' ,Jjfc ' ■' " '

' I t i  . 151 10G8& 139 1001 99 • W ; .

in  an area where Catholles did not coite t i  tu te  an ethnie group» thé .' 

h iß test percentage of Catholics who veré Eepublieàns çaiteîrom  the high 

soeicnféeontóe groupÿ. and eren hère they ntóihéreñi only 29&V: §y looking' 

a t fab le 1#2 i t  can be eben th a t mothers frota the seven itajdaiáantalist 

ohuröhee have a . lover ècÌNeatiohal level than those from the other ' , 

P rotestant churches and the Catholic Church», i t  can also be been from 

Table 1*3 th a t the seven fundamentalist churehes have a lower income 

level than the rtOther Protestant ehurohe#and thé Catholic Church* i t  

wouldseem th a t .with; the lower income level and v ith  the. louer 

educational level*  the ' percentages would be reversed in  favor of the

tçüf;: ^ o  Republican Party since i i^ 'l^ i^ r a t ié '.  

Party has maintntyied i t s  strength from the lover -titeóme ■

eiasee^  e¡ie^ .efv t^ \l^fesd  states;^; f ip se t

advances an argumènt vhihh might; é te ? l^  o f these churches



'ittölö#

Income Cal- Fundam entalist Catholic Protestants . No in fe re n c e  
Qu i« tea ln  ■ /

& #$$& ■

^7,000 arrôup 
ÎWM> ■'

afe not registered D eaocrats^that many Of the members of the ehurehes 

belong to the class which Warner defines aév#pe»^w i% .’ and beea-osë of 

th is  thé' people- oônsaiâuéiy try  not to conform to a id d le  elaàè-tralbés ; ; 

in  terme Of ■voting o f reg istra tio n ^1 ••iteéthér possible reason fo r the : 

low percentage of registfatiônÿ attä Dömöoratlc reg istra tio n  in  - 

p a rticu la r, le  one advanced %  Be föund i a ; hla' . s t ¿ ^ ; 'that

the greatest pfo|^3^cai Of noii^Woters Ìno B * fé^ tfa tìó n ) wére f <na4 ón 

the lowest in te re s t lev e l of j^ litio s*  I t  was found th a t people with no

|NÍet̂ ÍÚb; ;ií#ps.04% p o litic a l Ma& ({tarden Çi% | Hew ÏOrîrt 
Poubleday & Company Inc^  1960)* page 201*. •,;

• another a r g n ^ t  - which ïip se t oses fo r noxwyoting of the lower 
Strata in  sèoM llf I s  that; they hat’s been subject to cross pi^sures*, 
the lower strata in  society are influenced through middle class news. 
:m eiié> ^h 'as":^#Ss.f radios schools tand church* Therefore* they are 
:piáéeé in  a crops' 'p ^sep fe^ ltu atib n ^ ' pagelC l*



in te re s t wore 18 times less lik e ly  to  vote than those with high 

in terest*1 A possible e^ lan a tio n , then# might he th a t bëoàùse these 

fundamentalist church members are not verybighly  educated# p e li tic s  is  

something they rea lly  detìììt Understand, and fo r th a t reason ■hate a low 

in te re s t in  i t ;  thus# the low in te re s t in  voting Or p o litic a l 

rtyietfaiioh#: the nature of the churches these'-people: belong to also 

might oóhtfibàte té  thé ftmdamentalls ts  * h o t having aft. awareness of 

po ll tic s  j thus,  they tend to bé non^^ters and nòn-rsgis téred .people*!

l ^  tè r  R* Qolds chidt sjitea a stpdy made eight evangelic a l 

churches in  a small- S allforh ia town in  the San joaguin Valley* ïhe 

church maBfcership of these Ohurehes same largely  from the-, lower Socîp*- 

economic class* ' there were two pfimary reasons why the. people had.. 

joinéd thè chtifOh* wear th a t the people sa id  they f e l t  •

b e tte r in  those OhUfobeS because they were with *their Own peoplé*n . 

ihO other factor th a t brought them in to  the ohoreh was th a t the fa ith s 

denied the existence of the; world with ite  troubled conditions* Ihey 

f e l t  th a t beeaas# of th e ir special Sróowtóente*fbeiag poor ahd denying 

the re a litie s  of so c ie ty ^ th a t they would be considered the é lite : in  

the eyes of God* ÇfcldSchldt matntaliiS th a t these people practice à

’ ■ ' lia aa rfe ld t the : Peebles* Choice* nage A5 * ■



• Party Self^IdsniilfidatiGn and Income o f the Members 
of Seven Fundamentalist Churches in  Eugene*; Oregon

ÏABLE 1-4,

Income Gaioaiated Republican ■ OmGàt&'t
iaihonaanda . , . . . . ! A ., ■■ -

0#3i999 : v '': 19 30 21 39

% G G 0 f^ 9 $  -, 24 39 • ; ' ■ 22 41

$7>000 and up 20 ' 31 . i l
ÏO m  64 fCK$ 54 W

form of asceticism  by denying the world in  which they themselves have 

been denied,*

'leiSeft|: lb . his; book Religion i s  C risis and Customs has said  that 

the il^tebpStalâ: garnèned. th e ir la rg est increase in  membership during a  

period of c r is is  (from a membership of 8S>000 in l9 2 ê  to  298*000 in  

1936)* However* i f  -was- not thé- allied, c r is is  th a t the fenteeosta is  

Used as an issue to increase nmrabership since a l l  they wanted to do was 

to  save individnals fre t, a world which was: getting worsej they did not

% hiter;fk  :̂ ï^ 0 h id t |;
C alifornia Chh^hes** MSgj&m .f e s à à l $£ SssisZsm* 49 {January, ;
m i l l  .



concern themselves a t a l l  with social betteiment* ' Since sev era l; 

studies have been s ited  to show th a t people of low education and Social 

level in  evangelical or in  fundamentalist churches have alienated 

themselves from SoCietyi; th is  might be the explanation fo r the lesser 

partic ipation  of Demócrata in  these churches than Republicans« I t  is  

also poesible» however» as la  illu s tra te d  by f ablé i-*-ii,. that- because 

Republicans In the church have higher* incomes» they haV ém óreatstake 

in  society and therefore tend: to  have; a  U D ^ 'la r^ r  reg istra tio n  than 

the Democrats«, Of course another vary important facto r which might 

account fo r :tbesO'P00|&O I a i e í e p 5 ? í l ^ i r . ' ■ áa-- th a t a  large ,

15
■ 1

inton ti»
*»

m inister who changed h is emphasis from "soul winning" tó  establishing a 
community center fo r the poor* ■ He Served soup and gave old Clothes t o • 
the poor} he aiso helped other tmf get jobs* the author
admonished the m inister for doing th is  since ethers Can be no
substitu te

in  his 
c ite  the oas< 
au th o rity in  
"the :hlfid of 
ta lk  about 
(London.::

th is soul-winning i^ sio n * " . J«; C> Masses. Evangelism in
__(Philadelphia: $he Hudson P s^ s : 1946)  ̂ page 52f; '
MacDonald» author of Modern spends some '
tSfending the Evangelists* in te re s t ineoeiety*  He

however» of a prominent C ltisen in  -Hew’ York who had sOme 
.the selection  of a ndbadeier .for Msi chtmjh*' He Wanted 
m inister th a t would preach *the simple Gospel* and not 

' questions •" ■ William MaoDonaldk Modem Evangelism ; 
Clarke and. © 0 » » , ' page r ...........
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the membership in  these fundamentalist churches is  mòie heavily 

Republican than Democratici, Rather, i t  is  a combination of loVer 

income and edhcatieUf; R ible b e lt background, and lack of soëiai 

e o n e o i^ n ^  account£ór th is  phtóomónon,

. Ihe next step  a fte r  the sample ■had been selected was th a t of 

fcumulating the qnestiòùàire to  be administered, fhe questions bn 

personal data and pertinent questions on voting behavior vere taken 

from the fquestionhsâre used fey Campbell, as described in  fhe Voter 

Decidesi'i Other questions were devised Vith the in ten t of ascertaining 

how effeo tire  càmpàign lite ra tu re  and comments made fey m inisters here­

in  changing the respond@ht% voting behavior, Due 'to- the fac t th a t i t  

was thought thaV ̂  respondents On relig ion  would evoke

h o stile  responses and :p O d 0 ih ^ 're ^ e iS t''IN ' questionnaire was ■ 

constructed in  such a way that. p i l in g ' question In to -a -c ritic a l area 

was ffellevéd fey a question which would seem less threatening to “the 

r^pòndéhtt/f^itièÉ ' on in  the questionnaire another probe would bè made 

and theh wlth&pawal to a  less Controversial topic, ib is

p ro V ^ 'i^ ^ fe^ C # tiv e  as can be seeh from the fac t th a t many of the. ' 

respondents d id n o t  rea lise  thè in ten t of the <^éstlonnaÌré;w  the . 

la s t  queseen was asked) thus they were unable to  structu re  th e ir : • ' •. 

answers to conform with the answers they thought they should be giving, 

â olass of twenty^ students in  a p o litic a l science c ia s sd id  ; 

the interviewing betue^;’lb to b èr;;Ì2 and October 26, The twenty*!our 

students weregiven three hours of ins true tione on interviewing .



techniques end impressed with the importance of accuracy in  recording 

the answers* *̂  Only tuo opete-ended questions were used in  the 

questionnaire which sim plified the mastery o f the questiennaire by the 

studente doing th# ihtdi^ew ing*. Because of the immediacy of the 

election , time was not available for the pre-testing  of the interview 

■schedule :uith: a -p ilo t sihdyfr

In order to e ffec t a control group as inexpensively às possible* 

the to the rig h t of the registered church ■.

members.. (fundamentalists £md Catholics) was also interviewed*; Ihe .. 

interview er faced .th èhouse of the registered church member and the ■ 

house inffiiedistely to the rig h t of the registered church member's house 

-tea#. -ê r0'- ’

did a study in  the area of ; < 
human sexual behaviori belieVed th a t minor i ^  in  epeeeh, ; /
biased wording,; .or/ a  Careless wording of questions could very easily  
Jeopardise a completely sc ie n tific  apprcaiih to social science* ; Being 
very meticulous in  using the sc ie n tific  method, he had each ^pOstioo 
printed on a l i t t l e  card which was handed from 'the; interriew e? to  the 
i n t e r r i ^  oh a  chair roped to  the flo o rs Herbert -H-*;
Hyman* interviewing In  Social Research (Hew Yorks HcCraw**Hill Booh ’ 
CompanyXnc*, Wew to rk ,  1952), pages 136*137,.

, Eiue to  ^tie lack of finances, i t  was impossible to aoploy M well 
:tra in ^  . mi ght  have been desired« H ovever,lt is  f e l t  - 
'^ a t" :ihe. studenta.iMd' a  tie ^ ;';boipete®t ieh  ’
having to  go tO the extremes of1 Mi* Hamilton*

• %hje to  the fa c t th a t there was no p re -te st of the interview .' 
Schedule because Of the time fac to r ;itW olv^;|; same of the questions had 
more than the arb itra ry  five percent refusal rate* Goode and Hatt ' 
maintain th a t any; question fo r which the refusal rate: ■'is- over five ^
percent should be reviewed fo r wording or dropped from the schedule* 
William J* Ooode and Paul 3» B itty Methods Of-Social Research (New Yorks 
H&Graw^li Booh Company Inc*,. 1952)* pages 136-137,



I t  is  <piite possible th a t incon  tro llin g  the sample in  th is  manneri 

there vas a -feedback from the aóntrol group to the primary sample of 

Ittodamentailsts and Catholics. Byi'Ohance¿ there were times» when a ; ■ 

Catholic household tías interviewed» when the household to the rig h t of

th $ t Catholic household turned out to  be a fundamentalist family« At 

no time did a fundamentalist household reply its . views of the Catholic

Church had been modified by liv ing  next to a Gathoiio family* ïhere 

were a  few'- instances in. which comments were made th a t Catholics werenH 

so bad* ' ^ sy fu & t  didnot tmderstaiid the evils of the Catholic, Church*

I f  a fundamentalist happened to be picked up in  the control group» his 

voting reg istra tion  was checked) and i f  he were .a registered voter» he

was included Ì&-. :t3^. - cat egory in; the sample* Cueing the

two' weeks during which the interviewing toçkplacé» i f  a  

hóuséhóíi ñoúld noth© contacted. after two or three j | ; i t  Was

dropped^ there was also  a f a i r l y  high refusal raté*^*tèn pereent^whiçh 

could be attribu ted  to  the fa c t th a t Sagene haè been otrervsampled^ and 

. th is  has led to  eh ea iteh ly  on the p art o f the  ̂ i^p<n^nts; to . answer*, 

questions t^gafding voting intenl&p»* When thé sampling was- oempiéiedf.

is  a University comnniity» i t  is  , the. most 
... being; doiie in  the Social Sciences» There were . 
when respondents being interviewed sta ted  th a t th is  waS 

they had been &rtör#ewed in  the p a s t year*;- 
ice tane es when tho household in  question refused to be 

in  terviewed since they s tated th a t they had; previous ly  submi tied  to. 
being interviewed and th a t i t  had taken tòo much of th e ir  time* '

the
fourth or 
were



.421: people had been interviewed* ■ Of these 421* i$& were fM damentalists* 

and 23 had no relig ions preference* Two weeks a fte r the election 73 Who

were members of fundamentails t  churches and who were also Pemocareite" r ' <
were reinterviewed*

More than h a lf of the items which were weed in  thé postésieOtÎon ■ 

study of th is group of 73 were taken from the Allp©rt*7ern0h ^ rso n a lity  

Questionnaire and from Ànériéan V o tin g  Other items pertaining to  the 

respondentia past voting behavior were included in  ■ the post^eleotion . 

<psêstioniwdrà;*..\^o;-ihçît(dai| were items ^ " ■ 
respondQnts had 'àodifiéd  th e irv ie v s  ad t© the pezils • o f having à , ; 

Catholic fo r préeideh% and whether or not they thought the eleotion 

had been Conducted fraudulently *. ■ The post*olection interviewing was . 

conducted from November 17 to December 20 by one interviewer*

One of the primary obi esté of th ie study had hëen to determine 

What the contributing factors were th a t influenced the registered -

'This te s t , was 'ÇoE^tfàçted fo r thé méasürement of six  Values* ■
1. Theoretical 2 * Boonomic . 3* Aesthetic 4* Social 5* P o litica l ,
6*. Béilid9bsi«i, '. Only, those ' questions re la tin g  to the measurement Of 
Religion were-, taken from the te s t despite thé warning th a t separate: ' 
questions should not be taken out of the context of the whole test*
The inààdh'"fa#, th|is. was th a t there.' have not been te s ts  constructed fo r 
the purpose of measuring relig ion alone* Hsing but a p art of the ■ 
A llpert te s t  was a su b stitu te  measure* The; te a t vasprim arily  / 
eons trusted so as to be given to students a t a college educational ■ ■ ■ 
level* The te s t yes modified whén used in  the p o st^eo tiO n  interviews 
in  order to make i t  easier fo r those people wîu^haVé lover than a 
collogo education level to taiderstand* . A llpori| Vernon and Lindsey* 
Study of Values (3rd ed* rev*! Boston* Houghton M ifflin Company* I960)*



voters of one partir to vote for. the candidate of another party* As an •' 

example* ove* òf the She' were INsgistered ÈsmOérats

' voted, eeemShgiy-eft' reìigidus.:g*?àtttsàsi^; fo r thè Eepublioan candidate fo r 

president*: •■■ The le tte rs  which were sent to the ed ito r o f . the looal ' ■ 

newspaper were analysed; and an attempt made td locate this Sources from 

whÌ0h the tM tere o f these le tte re  received th e ir ioformatiohf  Anti** 

Gatholio .litera tu re ' vàà ooliéeted said an ehaiysis done to  see whether 

the fac ts’ rs.èd wéré' accurate', or- hd t;:sn d ’ to determine what kinds of 

attacks; had-heQn n a^ 'ag a in st- both Presàdétot^elébt John Kennedy and the 

■ Catholic Cbtoch*’ Questione re la tin g  to  the ah t& ^ th o lie  lite ra tu re  to 

see i f  i t  had had an e ffec t m  - ̂ jir* ■ dtoisdtìrtài«»■ ii»ê s ■

included in  thé pré*^lectÌon «jùeStlónnaire*’ Sinee a l l  of the 

respondents ; ’ «JpWIi©̂ . have very

l ^ i r  c itó h e s ; not ooiy by going to  church cm 

$nndaya’,httt --elsd .gpi®«®#. ;

O h ^ h * é h i^ te d f ' the m inisters* a ttitu d e s: regarding the general

interest#'. Sevaral of the ohnrches were v isited

: : %  more. Complete description of votings behavior a t the p residen tial 
level ^ll.,:he^ the chapter which,10.devoid
of the data collected*.



on Sundays* and comments by th e ir m inisters were recorded*. Items wen© 

included on the p ree lec tio n  questionnaire re la ting  to  whethei the 

' o'-ööjansÄ̂ f ■ -fläisr %>ë0büècŝ0l!̂ *i.. ■.

■ While i t  is  true th a t on lya  very amali number o í factors ubioh 

might have influenced voting bahaUior hatte been studied* i t  ia. felt-" ■- 

th a t since the fjuidamentalis t  church Pambare* in  p articu lar seem to  use 

th e ir  churcb as a. reference group fo r th e ir behavior*, le tte r s  to the • 

e d i t o r - o f  'these:quote Statements, fro® anti-C athollc iite ra ttn e )*  

M e iste re t ccasménts .ln  th à îr séimans regarding' the élection and. anti* 

ia ih e lie  lite ra tu re  aie three; of the pore Important ^ t e r e 'i h



to tTHE ;
■ M " -¿3'*■■■ J

S |r | ' ... : '• i
iM bolios* lik e  niggers and Jews are not tp  be trusted* ! 

They are hot lik e  the re s t Of us* Ctoe never knows what th e ? ..!' 
are thinking* Who kno#:|i they may take; b ^ j^ f^ ^ ie ro a  or 
even Moaob^.1;

fOreeadtiy f  think Kennedy is  a good ©ah* But* in  s p ite ! 
o f h is b rillian ce  he i s  d iffe ren t and a  spender*

• f is jo e r a ^

the ffiifejafe Ragiater»ngaaM is  the primary newspaper so rting  Eugene 

and the metropolitan aves* the BeMater«i>Ouard is  published daily  and 

Sundays and has a o iretdation  of ab0ut^4^#^^’:- '^ f  paper labels i t s e l f
• - i

independent! however* i t  has Republican leahingsr having supjrerhed . 

almost the en tire  Republican tic k e t in  the t'O ^g en ersl election* ;tn ' 

recent years the newspaper has taken firm  stands on c iv i l  lib e rties}  the 

anti^athoH oism  which manifested i t s e l f  in  th e  ctammtotiy . against i.

Of hewSpepsv*

the ed ito rial, pagS-cf a paper is* of odinfiS% the section in

the editor-'^oan ©rprSsq his views* • .Readers* in  the past O areluliy 

scanned the e d ito ria l page o f a newspaper* i t  ranked rig h t behind the .

%npublished le t te r  to  the Editor of the,
received: # 0^ ^

• i



fron t page and the sports section in  importance in  the eyes of the 

readersh» în  recent years* however* some editors hat's discarded the - 

e d ito ria l page because of the lack of in te re s t displayed by

the readers * Other editors and heuspape£$e% rathey,: than dropping the 

e d ito ria l pages of th e ir newspapers* tided to  deveiophèw techniques 

and approaches in  order to  restore the r e f e r s  in te re s t in  the 

e d ito ria l page o f'th e  newspaper* tó tte r0*to*the*redÍtor columns* u n til 

veiy recently* sere relegated to  a  Vary in sign ifican t corner of the 

e d ito ria l page end very seldom received atten tion  ih  the fom  of 

^ to f ia |. .  oomments* i t  was soon diseoV ered|.hew e^^ th a t one o f ' t h e . 

meet positive methods of 'Increasing in te re s t in  the ed ito ria l page i s  - 

nói' chly to p ro m eted les eoltaafis but also  to  agree or .

disagree with the le tte re  from the readers in  the e d ito ria l column* Ih 

1942 a survey o f th ir ty  mldwestern newspapers was conduoted^ aud i t  was

stories* jh  many of the nerepapers the t a i l  was waggihg the dog since 

the ’ĥGHPo: oftèh rèad 'thah the ‘ ,

e d ito ria l columns, theameivre.- the Eurene RefflatQr*>Guaid may b e . 

eonSidei^ a forware^iooking neWspaper in 'regard  to. i t s  ‘ lôtrere*tô%the* 

ed ito r column and the prendaenee given to  the letters*;.' yhile áany

' . w i e i *  I S i 2 ï M :;
Rinehart &- tëémpony* &©>;.* ..........

■;Í3||ngb|á^n;| ;i..g|í X*,.



newspapers. refuse -be p rin t le tte rs  that: diseuse religious and rac ia l 

questions on the grounds th a t those, le tte rs  can d isrup t the ha»iK>î  ahd 

socia l trépébeing of a  ô<^iauiitÿ^ the ,|â ^ ^ É * !^ S $ | has choséh to  • 

adopt such a policy in  order to  bring to  thé readers th e  pertinent

On the èieétfieb qitestiei& strs-'m ■item reistim g to  the hinds et 
newspapers read was ineittàed» fhe résu lte of thé data are found in  " 

îab ie  By lo©tei^g;'^t th is  tab le i t  canbsseen  th a t o f the ihree 

d iffe ren t types o f church groups* a t le a s t 9 #  of the members of éaOh 

read a t le a s t the I^ÈiâS^SâSÊSâ* ®he Only sign ifican t difference - 

Wimm  ft^ aan en ts^ s ts  and t&o btfcsf eh u r#  g t ô ^  is  in  the category 

of those respondents o f whom. read <»iy one paper, the feaiater»Saardv. 

th is  is  one indication th a t i t  i s  possible th a t thé ïbndawentaliSts 

tend tpbem oré  provinoiai than e ith er thé: Catholics or the' ’ftteguiar* '■ 

l¥otes tan ta* .H bw e^.yo f piimary importance in  fab ié  2*1 ¿6 the very 

h i #  percentage of a l l  of th e  respondents who read- the '̂ sg$sÉ$̂ ÊSÈ̂  
There vers nb items included in  the questionnaire re la tin g  to  reading

■ % lM er-^eyiC anpk; d e ta  in  ^ rsp è e tiv e  (Éfeglewood é liffs^  ffc&a. 
Prentice B all, 1956), page 289»

%aw ahd Press (B ale i# j H# Cî> BiwaM à  Broughton Company, 19^6)|  
pages ••• •'

" wiiiian/C» la s s ite r  points out t h a t t h e n s ^ ^  ie  '
responsible fo r libelous stateoents appearing in  a « le tters to  the 
Editor11 Ool#m» Â  is  normally (tolythe published # o  is  .■
named as a défendent jùa à lib e l s u it , the 'ed ito rial s ta f f , having 
responsib ility  fo r editing and perm itting such m aterial to  be published, 
¿S also legally  liab le*  tfhoa the R^^ftt^T̂ Gfuard Is 'restric ted  somewhat 
by the lib e l laws -as to- the'.' le tters- i t  cam prin ti I f  the le tte r  is  not 
in  «good ta s te ” i t  is  not published» :



Read W  Catholics* "Regular”
. ;.. l^ te s 'ie n te  asid 3^dame»ta&i8is '

Ünià of $êtiëpàp& ' R todaae^talist '. Catholic . Protestante

Register-Quard ofcigr 102 . 66 ■ 64 46 ■ 48 •, 46

RegÎ9ter*ûuard and ■ ih f
Other newspapers' 41 27 53 38 42 42

Regis ter*Quardând
a Portland Paper 3 3 ■ ■ 1$ 13 ’■ . . 8

. Ôthèr papel®*, .e^lw dilig.’
- Ba^è^#0»3fâi4 ’ 4 ' 3 i  1 O ■ 0

René ‘ ■ "2  ■: i  ■ " i \  2 \  2 2&&&/*
TOTAL ■ -. 154 1005$ ' 139 ' 10GÇ6 100. '10G5S

the ls tte J $ * ^ th e * S ^ ^  to ascertain  %jfeat •

percentage of these who, read. thé RegÍ8tera<híard áleo read th a t column»

• During the period of July 15 to SOveaábér 1Óf 1960* the RécdaMr» ' 

Gtterd received approjcimat&y. twp«é»hdred*^ le tte rs  to  th e .

.editor^ ;0f  these sis: .le tte rs  took, a neu tral position which made i t  ' ■ 

impossible to ascertain  a e th e r  they were pro-Gatholic or; e n ti^ e ib o lió j 

■ aet/oñ íy^ne\p^  to. e ith er Gatholiolsin per se or to ipim Kennedyts 

Catholicism*. fh lrt^ tw O  of these le tte rs  were d iréc t attack8 while 

fOrtyteope;; Wire answers to  anti*Gathoiie le tte rs;^ ' 0ne,might he led to  ■ 

assume th a t these. fortV’̂ r e  le tte rs  :were p ro ^ a th o lic j_ bOwe^r* such an 

aaOu^^Oh' ' 4hoUt ■ fcaliKof v:the ie tl^ rs  ahswering

antî-iÇathplie .oame 'from Catholics answe^ifig ^estio n a  about

fable 2*1



th e ir  fa ith  while the other h alf oamè from Protra tante who wanted i t  to  

/  be teapwh. th a t not,■all Protestante were relig iously  oriented-in th e ir : 

voting behavior. m  addition to  the thirfcy-»two anti^Catholio le tte rs  

from -loo^i'/residente^ four letbers.camQ from-, other sections of the /
■«I •country*

the contents of a l l  the le tte ra  sent to  the Register^Quard* both 

published and unpublished correspondence; vere analysed and sefi&entèd 

as described,1*-'tab les:2é&$ 2*% and 2*4* E$y looking a t fable ¿-*2; ' 

which is  an analysis ■ of ' thè an ti^ a th o llo  le tte ra , i t  ■ can be 'Seen th a t . 

thè #tr<tógrat' point made (35$ of the- published le tte rs  ' and of the 

unpublished le tte ra  ) WUS' th a t the catholios ar© now persecuting ■

Protes tan ts in  South America and/or thè %  S* and/or Spain* ¿bout 6 $  

o f the a n t i^ th o lic :. le tte r  w riters believed th a t e ith e r the Pòpe 

would d ic ta te  ppliCy. to Kennedy Or th a t relig ious lib e rty  would be lo s t 

i f  a Catholic yens elected president« Charges--èuch ra. these a re  vuyy- 

hard to refu te beeaus© they are so nebulous; the re su lt is  -that the : 

% n tl^ ii^ ts *  are alw ^s placed la.-t%éi. : '>o|f‘ having to 

answer Obscure charges without being a b le to  take a strong positive : 

stand# Nov by IpOl&nd a t fable $*% one can see how thè «anti^bigots«

', %vd o f these le tte ra  came from Pemisylyaiii% One from Maasachusetts, 
and one from ltó© U f$c Registei^Guard printed none of the lè tte ra
fmm outside b f  Cragcu^ '



SABLE 2*2
28

Content Analysis of Anti-£atholic Letters Sent to the Editor

Content

Roman Gathoiic Chureh equated '. 
wlth Communio© , : .. . .. ■

lose o fre lig io u s lib e rty  i f  a 
Catholio is  elected President

fear th a t Pope w ill d ieta te  polioy 
to Kennedy ■ . ’ . ' .

Catholics ngood people*? bat thè 
Chureh is  bad

h is te rie  persecution of the 
Protestante by the Catholio Chureh

preebnt Catholio perseoutlon of 
Protestante by the Catholio Churoh

defense of local FOÄÖ neeting

published (17) unpublished (15) 
..no* <$>«

1 • 6 7

5 29 5 33

5.. . 29 - 4 . . 27

‘ ' 1 ' 7

2 12 4 27

6 35 .. ' 5 ; 33

2 ■' 12 ■ . . , ■ . '
personal experience of Catholio 
treachery :: ■ . . ’ '

Knights of Columbub as a secret organ*
Ization devoted to destroying
Protestants . ' • \  .. ; ’ ■ . . . ■ • £

Catholics associated with minority ", , • • ' ' ' 1 ■ • ■ v
■groups' j,: ■ \ ' .' " ’ . •• ■ 2o

Catholio in ten t to  take over country ■ •• ' • ^
i f  Kennedy elected president " '■ 3 '■ 16 ■

Catholic view of Protestants as heretics 1 6 • ■ 2

Protestant rig h t to  vote on religious
grounds . ;; ' ' \ 6 '

hiding of the tru th  by Catholics 
in  the archives of Rosie

1 ' ■ 6 : - , 1 " 7

. ' ' , : 1 . '

defense of to be a ^ ig o t^  w 3 18 ^
ttMany of the le tte rs  discussed more than one Issuej therefore the to ta l 
percent of a l l  content adds up to store than one hundred percent*



Goûtent Aüaiÿèis of Letters
Sent te  the Editor ■

^Ottteiit published (26)
, ..............................................................................................:: ^ . , . . , . . . . L . , r . ^ , . : ^ , ^ ...... . . .

Kennpdy'il' p ro a iseasp resid en t
because of hie record 2 8

able m ilitary  service rendered by
Gathplieá . -f "4.

pppösltlpö ^rbi^try' ’■ 3 12

TABLE 2*3

déplciriûg of POiD religiousÄ polltical
ra lly '-  5 19 . 1 ?

change in  Gathoaiò attitud©  einöe
16th century 1- ?

äenrbesi of u h tlaG atb e^
held to be Inacetirate or illo g ic a l 1- 4. . . . .  -2\ -.11

attacha On epeólííc antl*Gätholic -
■ le tte r  writers. U 15 1

quotes from Bible to  support view
intolerance Is unchristian 1 \ 4  2 . :if

concept of sejtéràtion of church and 
s ta te  b e l t t ^ ^  .
relig ion  2 8 .2 ..If

equating of ahti^Catholics with ■
Gojmihaiists f ; 4 '2 :  13

«Many of thè ie tté rs  discussed mòre thanpne issue} therefore the to ta l 
percent of a l l  content adds up to  more than One hundred percent* {

fable 2<*2f continued next



Tablo 2—3 continued 
Content

am.
tnsj3# l 4sh&i (15 )

advocatlngthat religlously-injpluenceQl 
Voters be deprived of right to vote 8
Catholic Vote for Hlxoh
point out that Appling is Catholic %
citing of other countries whioh have 
Catholic heads Of state without Protestant persecution. ■ ' 3

1 ' 7

2 13
Kennedy held to be nb puppet of Rome 
or of the .. . - ■ ,
intent to vote for Kennedy to counter« '
apt.: %

attacks on dis tributors of anti­
Catholic literature and pamphlets ■.
view that it makes no difference to ■tiie 'Itop;'̂hat the outcome pf the'.'.''

'...... " " '

the Masonio Lodge attack on Kennedy held to be uhiiistified ; V • ’..
citing of anecdotes concerning personal 
experiences with Catholics to point out the fact they are good people
:the i'̂ riCan.iSyê ôf̂ ;̂Cĥ ks:.̂ cd. ' balances as a deterrent to the 
Catholics * taklng pVer the country '

7 27 J - t

■2 • 8 -; \ :

1 U %

1 ‘1 ■■' ,';W

2 8 7
COncerning the receiving o f unsigned 
anti-C atholic le tte rs

explanation of the concept of 
paphi In fa lla b llity  • ’ ' .■ ■ |

, letters discussed more than one percent of all content adds tip to more than one the 
percent*



Shswère f  the a&tl«€atho31o charges,» I t  is  in teresting  to  note tha t ' 

there vas, no ' concerted reply* but rather %  shotgun sc a tte r approach iras 

uaM wlth each le tte r  w rite r^  having to  re ly  on his private logic to  

answer 'iè tte re»  The a n ti^ a th o lic  le t te r  w riters

used official^oW nding documehtation*; fo r th e ir facts as evidenced'' by 

Table 2^jt i t  is  fo r th is reason th a t there is  unanimity in  th e ir ■'■••> 

Chargé#'".' I t  is  in te restin g  to note th a t %$$ of the published le tte rs  

and ¡39$ of th e  unpublished le tte rs  of the onti^Gathollc le tte r  w riters 

Weri' defending 'the. t ig h t  to he a "bigot*0 Perhaps the reason fo r th is 

is  th a t the relig ious a ff ilia tio n  of the p residen tial C andida^ is  the 

only relevant issue which these people may employ to cone to  concerning 

th e ir voting* Because th is  is  an Untenable position* ' these people Sire 

forced to  ra tie iia lize tha basis of th e ir voting behavior} then the more 

;VOoal''Of' these'-people then w rite th e ir views to the newspaper to  have 

them pubiishedf. ■;

'iî îlëLibY '»essêNsâréfe- fesisi.- ’feoeâê #ô»£é:-' -ipsrï: -dfif. '̂ t̂rê'jiÈàâ:. veteto.. :

w rites le tte rs  to ;Qie ed ito r *- and no research has been done as to ho# 

expressive of ;genefai public opinion a le t te r  to  the ed ito r rea lly  is* 

William B* T arran td id  a study in  Eugene in  1955 and 1956 of

1er ' three ’w ill discuss the v a lid ity  ■ o f the documents, from , 
which the quotations have been taken* I t  has been suggested th a t i f  a 
fo rm a i,^  during the
tC v'disï^/'^tie a h ^ ^ a th o lic  propaganda with ocunter-j 
"anti^bigote0 would have been able to conduct, a  muCh more effective 
■aôd'^ôi^c^i campai®! through the letteiw»to^the*;*editor column* ■





ttaa le tte rs  to the fa ttó i o f the Sagene Bepister OearcU  ̂ Mi*# T arrant's 

conclusions vere th a t people «ho «rote le tte la  to the éd ite r ‘•were 

i&jùàâ to  be b e tte r educated* lése mobile» iaore religious* more mature* 

more s e lf•*ë^ressîve » b e tte r head» more indìvldualìatic»; and much older 

than 1âie '̂ htaÌPàge; eitisen**«^ ■ Mr#. Warrant also came to  thè conclusion 

'that: .more Republicans w rite le tte rs  to  the Régla ter*Quar& than do 

Demccfatsj the assediate ed ito r substantiated th is  end said  th a t of the 

le tte rs  received» those from the pôlîtliOdl rig h t outhuntoered those from 

the :'pdlitifeal left» : i t  is  séif«*èvldeht th a t w riters of letter*to*the* 

Sditö r columns are mere se lf^ é^ ^ esê ite  than thé general public» add i t  

seisms th a t •:Ta*^tie-' study does show conclusively they aré  eider» 

t a P ^ t i a i f e ^ 6̂  there ■are fewer employed persona

•-^ÉLiam^Pì* fe rra n ti ' «Who Writes le tte r^  to ' the Editor of the- ■ 
Eugene Ra&èter»*foard and why do they Write them?« (unpublished 
Masteres dissertation« ' School of JOurnalismi U niversity of Oregon! ' 
1959)* pages 18*21 * :-Mr#- Tarrant did a Study of the le tte rs  submitted 
to  the R e^ stè r>*ÔUàrd for publication p̂ Xvaen November 1 | 1955 and;

Poring th is time 330 le tte rs  had been submitted to  
fo r publication

through e process of Sampling; the group of 189 was sent a mail ■ 'J\ , 
quèstioiuiaire» The return  on the quèstioim iàrè numbered 1,09# ..

The le tte r  w riters were broken in to  three categories« (1) those 
who had wTitten bút a single le tte r  in  the &ix month period» (2) those 
WhO bad WMtienftwo le tte rs: in  thiS periodi áhd (3) these who ' 
w ritten three Or more le tte rs  during th is  period^.



among the le t te r  w riters than among the general public* . Business

■ M

tuners and re tired  people are dieproportdònàteiy ctfer^represehted in  

th e ir  expression o f opinion in  le tte rs  to the e d ito r^

&  seme of the anti*6atholic le tte rs  w ritten p rio r to  thè i960 

general election* the Batholio Church has been equated with "Godless

#OifflnanÍS¿^:

fO OÌMafa  ̂concerning the statement th a t the Rv C* 
Church stands as a bulwark to  a th e istic  communism* 1 
ask, how come there are more communists in  Cathollo \ \

than anywhere in  the world? Why is  
communism 0óxirishing In Italy* the se a t o f Gatholielsmj 
fin  Cuba a n Í ;Báland1f '

Another ;lé$ter^tìasr Sèht unsigned to  the Bditòr of the Registér^Goard 

and was e i^ e d  ^oufs Truly a 73 J^Sar oíd 7ótéf%  ■' ■ :

: , I f  Mr * Kennedy should go to  Washington asp resid en t he w ill ■ ; 
do ju s t as the Pope or ohurch ie ìls  him to  do* He tddce nice 
now but. J u s t trà ìte  i f  he gets elected* . f  hate Khrushchev ' 
but would vote fOr him ju s t quick as I  would fo r Kennedy«^«« . .. 
I  Shew ■"
me to sigh name and besides ihe oatholics might burn my

page 110i ' I t  should _ also be noted ; th a t Sneak fof afelóhi' is  
a magasine devoted chiefly  ?to reprinting letters'w hich  appear in  
newspapers throughout'1 thè coon try* conducted; a survey in  order to  
determine what kind of jpeople w rite le tte rs  to  the editor«- In a survey 
of 10*000 le tte rs*  they found th a t 46 percent were w ritten by men, 37 
percent were w ritten by women* and the re s t were anonymous* Of the 
meni* clergymenaecouhted fo r 25 peroent of the le tte r's  » la v a re  and . • 
civ ic leaders fo r 21 .percent* active po litie ians fo r téperoehi*  ■ ' 
Secretafiès" o f-vari’eua' organisations fo r 15 percent* disgruntled public 
servanti',' fo r iB  pereent^ and publicity  seekers for 11 percent#

%Ublishbd le t te r  tb;^tha i;0f th o Regis ter*Cuard* 0ct©ber2§*

^Unpublished le t te r  to the. Editor of the ftedatef*Quard*



In both le tte rs  the Catholic Chureh and i t s  meaibers ara equated» in  the 

v ritérs*  rainds* with thé Worst possible philosophy* Goamnmiaxa» I f  these 

two le tte rs  reprêsent only tuo %raoig?ets^ who were eompletely unaware 

©f the strous antl^çamnaniet stand thé G abelle Chureh had taken érètt 

before the fiusaian Révolution* the ra tio n a lity  of a large block of anü* 

Gàtholio veters wpuld net be held se  severély in  question» Hweyèf* 

the t i r e t  le tte r  quoted (in  reply to  A» 0*Mara) «as w ritten by thé 

v ifs  0f thé president of the Èugené chapter of ‘•preteatante Snd Other 

imérioané fo r the Séparation of Chureh and S tate1* (POM)* I f  her 

fallaeious reasoning hadbeen dieseminated onlÿ throughone lone le tte r  

to  thé local hewspapôr* i t  would be of l i t t l e  conçernj however* she vas 

în  thé position to réihfbrce her arguments a t local meetings ©f thé 

$0ADè Whereas readers of thé le tte rs*  to^thë**^ oolumn might pay 

but l i t t l e  atten tion  to  a Mrs» X as a. môuldér of publie opinion* her 

position of leadership within the PCM leads to hér assuming the rô le
H

of an authority» : ia  thé instance of Mrs fi %$ sta tus la  confèrred Upon 

her hecause she is  thé wife of thé leader of an activé anti^Catholio 

' Organisation» , MM. tted ly  only a vory émail percôntagé of the readërs

___A*Gibb* in  a ôtüdy è f leadership* hàs said th a t the
élévation of àn ind itiduai to a position of leadership w ill be more ; 
dépendent upon the nature of the group and i t s  purposé than Upon thé 
persénality  the individual» .;lhe 'choibé,éi-a leader, le  dètermined 
by thé sta tus o f individual, aeobers ' with regard. to  thé . aima of thé 
group» Bîhé ^héljb ié ; of Leadership^ frcan îheS tu d y -o fJ^ad é^  • - 
ed* C* Ç k 'lrq i^  S* Gohh (Danville* 111*1 Ihe ln te rs ta té  '
P r in te r s a n ^ I^  ih c* ,,'’ *i"* ' —
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of the let^M rtb^thQ -editor column ware aware of heir, ¿ ta tua , hut .she 

was eihlS to re ln fo rçè th ê  ¿vert anti-HOatholic behavior Of th is small 

adtaority*

la  about a th ird  of the: anti*Gathoiie le tte rs  se a t to the ed ito ri 

quotations from the scrip tures were cited  as: well as quotations from 

the Roman Catholic Encyclopedia# thé Catéchisa of C hristian Doctrine, 

and Racal Encyclicals* in addition t é  these sources* obscure foreign
v i .

newspapers were cited, to support the anti**Gatholic a t t i tu d e  The 

authors of these le tte rs '. were contacted and challenged as ■.$$■ the « _ : 

v a lid ity  of th e ir sources# With the exception of one raanvwho claimed 

th a t he had spent several evenings in  the University of Oregon lib rary  

"finding out the fa c ts” before he penned his le tte r*  the antì*Cathòlic 

le tto r  w riters had used as th e ir sources Of infoxsiation anti*Gatholie 

tra c ts #. These people also admitted th a t they had quoted verbatim from 

these tra e te , • While these people acted sincerely seeking to  educate " 

society  as to the' p erils  Of Catholicism* the infóitìatibn disseminated 

is  f  by d e fia iiio h i |«éopaigpandai '̂:lftie: in ten tional propa

Leonard W* Doob has defined education as tto  imparting Of 
knowledge - or s k i l l  Oonsidex^d'. to  be sc ie n tific  or to  have Survival 
value in  a society a t .a p articu lar time# His> d efin ition  of propaganda 
is  th e a tte a p t to a ffec t the personalities and to control the behavior 
Of individuáis towards ends. considered unscientific or of doubtful \ 
value in  a society a t  a p articu lar time* Public Opinion and Propaganda 
(pew York, Henry Holt Co# * 1948)* pages 237*240* In order to c lassify  
Spurious anti-C atholic H terá tu re  as propaganda, the f i r s t  premise is  
th a t th is lite ra tu re  has doubtful value within society eit th is  tim#*



deliberateiy  attampts to  control the ltehavier ©f a group of individúala • 

Hb Opérâtes in  suoh a fashion th à t soaë Îaets are g ro s s i exaggerated 

i f  doingso serves bis own purpoaa* and other facts are mlniiaiaed or 

often times ignored eompletèly. ïhe propagandlst often resorte to  

d isto rtio n  of m aterial ■#.; thé change of a, word here o r . the bringing:. 

together o f two quite d iffe ren t ideàs héld by the sam© pérsón ¿ b order 

tç  foim a hybrid iâéa.whiôb w ill conforra to thé ends the popagàndist 

is  trying to achieve* Ibé unintentlônal jU^pagaadist fin  th is Case the 

le t te r  w riter) may bé absolved of the charge th a t he ié  an ineineerè 

pera on* Be d e^ n tïy  helieves in  ehai he is  doing and is  , in  faet,; 

tmable to  reeognize the propagândistiè rô le  hé is  playing* Beoause hé 

i s  possessed by thesense of s e lf  righteousheas in  fu lf illin g  hià . 

m issionj he can epnsoioualy approve thé use of raislèading devices for 

the puxpose of ob tadningçonve^ to  bis oansèW*

, thé group of peuple who torete. anti-G atholic le tte rs  to thé : 

Begiater^puard reinforoe th e ir  oun anti*CatheÍic feelings by toriting the 

le tte rs*  In scrae cases th é  le tte r  «n iter oaÿ bave giyen support to  ..

• other individuáis in  the çénraàaitÿ i f  they recOgnited thé ïë tte r  w riter 

as acting ih  .a" position of leadership* %' thé Terrant e tu d y ,a  ..

sa id  th a t they did not benefit thaaselves



by w riting le tte rs  to the editor* Those who did benefit* however* 

wrote th e ir le tte rs  fo r thé following three reasons» (1 ) a feeling of 

having performed a social obligation* (2) release of tension, and (3) 

personal sa tisfac tio n  and ego*>fnlfillment. A m ajority of a l l  the 

le t te r  w riiefa fO lt they were henéfitting  the community by w riting 

le t te r s ^  ïïndoubtèdlyÿ a f te r  the f i r s t  three or four anti^Gatholio 

le tte rs  were printed in  the Reglater^G^rd* an accelerator e ffec t 

Operated which brought about an increase in  the number of people who 

were w illing to advocate an an ti^ a th o lio  position publicly* A number 

of e^peripents have been carried Out showing th a t the greater the 

extent to  which other people agree with one*a opinion* the greater h is 

feeling Of correctness and the greater the s ta b ility  of the opinion* 

When discrepancies of opinion a rise  among members! of a group| a 

movement ’directed toward; the reduction of the numbers of discrepancies

may came about through group dynamica l^ Although the accelerator
> , 

e ffec t which tended to assure the le t te r  w aiter of the "rightiousnessw

of his position Operated on those whosupported the anti^Catholic

position , i t  also applied to thé others* who had w ritten in  e a rlie r

deploring b igotiy^r

iT arrantt on» cit** page 1?2* ■

^Stanley Schechter. The Psychology o f A ffilia tion  (Stanford* 
California* Stanford IJnivereity, Press*':1959ÎQ i S  2 p , '
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The le tte r  w riters who answer«! the anti*Gatholie charges weref

fo r the most par%  •’f i r s t  time1* le tte r  w riters* À minority of thè»

were Catholics who were defending th e ir religion^ the m ajority were

Protestants who deplored the hases upon which the anti*0atholic groups

were going to vote a t the presidential levels ‘

t dontt suppose th a t anyone who has decided to vote against . 
eathòHcism by voting fo r Nixon ean havé his mihdchahged* 
hut we arenH  a l l  so bigoted and I  hope th a t there are those 
who rea lise  th a t th is a ttitu d e  hurts thé pro testant churches«*** 
hurts the country:**ead im perils the cháñeos fo r leadership •*. 
by this cOtuatry of the free  world? i

Two of the le tte r  w riters had such strong convictions against the anti*

Catholic groups in  th e éemóMbliy and th e ir 'fatiÇ rtele.f^^ a t

the presidential level th a t they Stated', they were going tó vote fo r

IÇanacdy«. despite the fac t th a t’they were'. Republicans* Solely on the'

basis th a t same other people were going to vote against him on

The le t te r  'w riters whò considered themselves ta jtô i^ ig o ie*  were* 

fo r the arost^pàrtÿ: in  the position Of always having to take ;a defensive 

position with regard to  the Catholic Churchy, This weakened th ë if  ■. 

p etitio n  'because before one Charge could he refuted* anothoraceusetion 

had already been made*, In one instance only were the so called  "anti*

\ i - ; .'in »: '.nr'
■ Unpublished le t te r  to the Editor o f the Regiater*QUard* October 

31*. I960«

^Published le t te r  to the Editor of the Êef^stei»*fiuard^ October 
2©*, 196%' • \  -v“ ""-



bigots” able to  go fré ii a defértó^^

$he Governor of Oregon, Mark Hatfield* Republican* had come from a 

conservative protestant B aptist background and was loaded by the 

Fundamentalist churctoigroups as^a C hristian p o litic ian  With th e ir point 

Of view on relig ion ! the Secretary of S tate Howell Appling Jr» , a 

Republican, was a goCd friend of Mark H atfield (he had appointed him to 

the Secretary Of s ta te  position when i t  became vacated o riginal l y) and 

they spoke very well of each other publicly. &r* Appling was* however* 

in  a t'ery untenable position in  the i960 election» He was coining up 

fo r re f le c tio n  in  a year when a Catholic was running fo r president»

Mr» Appling was also a Catholio and realised  th a t strong anti-C atholic 

feeling m i# t m anifest i t s e l f  in  an election on the s ta te  level since a 

large block of voters in  Oregon had been sensitised  tó thè nCathplio 

menace Ihf* Appling% religious a ff ilia tio n  was a well-rkept secret 

with but a very sM ll percentage1 of the population (in  the sample of 

421 people only '5*5% d Catholic) being aware of

h is religion»/ ' ^  October 31 of 19é0*the following le tte r  was sea t to 

. thè Regia ter»Quard and Published«

loregcniah* (Fòrtiand* Oregon) * lune 29* 1952* pages 4*5* magasine 
section« '■

%h Chapter 4» i t  w ill be shown th a t th is  is  exactly what happened* 
Anti*CathClio fee lin g -toenigh^teä..itse lf ' in  a  local c irc u it $udge race#



) . ) In /galling against the election of a Catholic to the ■_ j '
Presidency* Leslie M* Scott sta tes in  a b u lle tin  to 65ÔO 
fellow .Jasons th a t *ihe Roman' Catholic priesthood seéttà 
p o litîç a l power In  ¿mariea’ ami ‘ th a t ^whenever they gain 
power# they re s tr ic t and persecute«*
Would'Hr* Scott -and those Who '̂sharè .his nonsensical 

. viewpoint elso ,b© as conO erned^out restric tio n s and 
persecution on the s ta te  level through the election of 

• Catholic Howell Appling as •Secretary of State? ; *

She % ntl*bigotsf, ware thus «tblé to  put themselves f in a lly  in to  à • ■ ' ■

position of taking the offensive#' bût i t  was a l l  to  no avail*: So

replies- to  the. le tte r  o;ame, from ..the anti*€atholio group# and the ^anti-

bigotsn did not follow up th e ir position thathad.been established

when Mr* AppXingts Catholicism was unveiled»

there has been no study done aa to  how. representative Hie view of

le tte rs  to  the ed ito r are of the to ta l population of a canmamity* the

p o litic a l r i^ i t  in- Eugene is  much more strongly ¡represented in  the

lettexs-to-the^E ditor column than Is thé center or the p o litic a l le ft*

Jn the past there have been organised lett© r*w riting campaigns to the

Reeister^Guard in  order to magnify the strength of é small in te re s t

group« In some iayge Eastern newspapers the le tte rs  to  th e  ed ito r which

are selected to  be published are only those Which support the

newspapers * .ed ito rial stands ïhe àssociate ed ito r o f the Register*

dénies th a t th is has ever happened in  r e tin t times in  Eugene*

Ho evidence is  available th a t e ith er the anti-C atholic w riters or the

y-;-;;-— '
^Published le tte r  to  the Editor of the Be^Lster^hjarà« October 31# 

I960« . '





ïho main value of thè le tte rs —to-»thè—Editor column is  that i t  is  a 

vèfy inexpensive instrument with which to reach" a large mass of people*

function o f the column is  th a t i t  is  often 

thought by l^e coninunity tp represent the views of a sizeable 

POptilatijc®^ whether. 1$ actually  dçeâ o r ^  .......



I l l ,  CHURCH MEMBERS AUD OBEIR LITERATURE

%e cannot appease théine the only thing we Oan do i s  to  
control the ecaaventiona an! primaries» âa v e il as the 
nominations» Thé non^OathOlies s t i l l  are in  the majority» 
hut they must be instructed and warned» and th a t takes time» 
iégin  nOV*; Protestants believe in  liberty}  Catholics are 
taught to  believe in  antjtoritarlanisiai^ *

Thé type of strategy  employed in  any p o litic a l Campaign is  almost 

without exception the determinant of whether a s la te  pf candidates or a 

single candidate w ill be elected to  public office« In order to 

mobilize effectively  à body of voters to  vote on the basis of religion» 

Certain campaign devices have to be accepted and others have to  be 

rejected! a l l  o n th e  basis of Cost per effectiveness*

Anti-Catholic lite ra tu re  or propaganda vas employed almost 

exclusively by some church groups to activate th e ir church membership 

to vote on the basis of religion* Other groups used anti«*Catholic 

lite ra tu re  in  çonjunCtion with other p o litic a l campaign practices in  

order to motivate an an ti^ a tb p llo  “Tote* I t  is  fo r these reasonswthe

M* Standish* "l^attoedra»* a  report put in to  le a f le t form« 
(Portland»: Qregoni The Church Speaks» no daté)» Congresswoman Edith 
Green» John $• Kennedy*s campaign manager fo r Oregon» said tha t 
300»000 of the rsnCathedra^ le a fle ts  had been printed and d istribu ted  
not only in  Oregon but throughout the United States-*,





then remains « «What stim oli evoked a Voting response based On religious 

doctrine rather than on p o litic a l ideology? 0 I t  has been shorn th a t 

Church a ff ilia tio n  is  more than a référence point fo rm erai behaviorj 

i t  can also he a reference point fo r election instructions* A study 

vas conducted in  the sta te , o f Washington t© determine tOwhich 

associations people tu rn  fo r advice in  elections* She sis© Of the ■ 

o rgan isa tion (in  thè community) seemed to be the determinant as to 

A ether the people would turn to i t  or not fo r advice* The Protestant 

Church and the Orange veté the two group© to which people referred to  

' w ithl’the greateat.ftsouenèÿ^ The people who belong to the fundad 

m entaliet sects seemingly are more highly oriented to  th e ir  church ' 

than are members jo f other Protestant dehcadnaiiOns» The fundamehtalists 

go to church On Sunday morning and attend prayer meeting On Sunder

'itli0''ñ^ádtl.e- b f 'th é /iítee fc '^  than not,,,

a ehnreh; sboi^;-'ahd Friday nîgîit i s  S favorite fo r a 'menst suppér* Gn 

Saturday ni^ht the Chitaren •’i&íiáíWtí^íB^ ' -

lopklng a t Table oné «an, sé® th a t 22£:0f the

RresS, 1959), pages ■ Iene•' ha» also come to the conolusion th a t
«•the effectiveness o f group appeals fo r membership p o litic a l action is  ' 
influenced by (a) siée  group* (b) democrapy ^  phogppam dotexmlnaiKm, 
(o) group morale^ (d) membership M en tif ioationw ith^thQ  group 
leadership* (è) the group relevance Of thè p o litic a i goals, (f) social 
homogeneity of the group, (è) : groUpi f a p i l i ^ t ^  ■
expression* ' groups; with low p o U ticá l contènti Ór® mòre MkeTy to  be 
positive p o litic a l reference group© fo r n o n # # b ^ ^ th e ñ  aregroups 
with high p o litic a l content;*0
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TABLEI 3*2 : • . i * ’ •• ‘ ' '• \ ' '
0EGMI2A5'I(S3S WHICH MEMBERS 
m  # E  SAMPLE BBIiC&ÔED fO ■ : -

Organisations
By type ÍHitóJamen ta l is t 6âtholio '.. P rotestant

NO Gbcurch

”, . ' ' ‘ " ' 7'Vi’1 - 'r" ’ " ; ' """' No, ' % KÖ« ” "% Nô> % No« ï

tfeee n et belong to  ’ 
an organization 67 M  ,«* «* ; ¿i* - '«i»• 39ai- •«#> «ì 28 . 35 , 35•j»; •«*. #■»' «a- *r •*"

10W‘ •*- '*■? ./• 43«p»' «w «jó
RéMgtensf lit 9 26 19 5 . 5 0 0

Religious and labor . . * 1 , • * ' 5 0 0 0 o

Religious and 
Professìóm l ;, r ;- 2 ••"•• 3 ; 0 0 r o 0

Religious and/or . •' * r ‘ * ' .
- ; ulvlC aQO/Or

Fraternal 10 ; 7 18 ;i3  : 77,3 7 .. ;3 " o 0

ReHj^éus. and/or 
Professional and/or 
Civic and/or ' ' 
F raternal • .4 ■..... 3 ...«* ■*»- ■*» «4- <•» » :<m*•' #■#

6 o o 0<• <■». •«# ..#’ ■ «*■ #t •*.■
0 t

•■;ïlabor .il* .; 10 , 11 if. 6 26• ̂  •. ;
0ivic and/or 
F raternal • :: :3r ';2 0 ' ^7 22

.« ; » • 
6 ! . 26

Professional • and ; ; ' 
Fraternal 4 3 ■ ; t  : ■ ; 1; \  ''2 • 0 0

.!\j

reoressiom-i ■2; .... .é : : .  s ; .ï - t . ■ ; 4 •:

itón% «aaw ; ■ ” 0 ■ 0 0 o 0 0 '. ■ 'i

7 tota& ' ^ . v . ■;i53;: . W  •- /; •liov;  ̂ .23 ■'■ ;;:9 » '■ 1
^ M g io é í.^ o rg sh i^ ^  as cburèhêà pens©* 
ohureh sponsored ^ g a ñ l^ tib s s  are liy$ude<t - in; th is éatègory 
the Càtholio ^ té ^ ;S ô ô iô t/' And formally organized men*? club* 

/tro te s ta h tf< ^  V'.-'; -

however, 
euch as 
} in  i thè

I
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TABLE 3*A

IMPORTANCE OF RELIGION 
TO THE RSèpÔMBÎÏIÏS

Church Category;. Nhimportan-
NOt SO

t  important
Somewhat
important

Very
Important Total-

; ' - ,;r No#; ' .....No:i,"' ' No# vf " ' No# % No » - 35

l\mdeanentalist 0 0 3 a 15 10 134 88 ■ 152 ; 100

Catholic 0 0 3 2 - 13 ? . 123 88 139 99

Protestant 4 4 4 4 45 45 46 46 •'.'99; • 99

No Chnroh 
Preierenoe

church attendane

* ’

Oj) indicates

5 23 '

Ä C 'i i s ’e f ’s

6 27

thft ftióàniru*

.. 3 14

• -X.' • • • ?ï

nta llé is  at

;';22'; 100

itènd ‘

church regolari? 

who have said  th

^;;as;.cohtresi 

a t  they hevei

ied with the ' 

* arises attend

&  Of thes 

Lngchuroh.

Other Protestants ■ 

. T ^ l e ^ ' Ä h

is concerned vith thé measuring ortesrèe.sf '$«• ft. ..-.

pereon is life*  shpvs th a t 8$$ of the fu ad ao ^ ta lis ts  consider fellg ioh  

very iiaportant in  th e ir  lives while cn iy4é$‘ô f the Protestants 

consider relig ion  ' very ' important# There seems ..to. he a very high -

as dén^ae tra  ted jjj Tables 3*3 end 3%4#< .

in  analogy may he drawn between the member of a fcndam entailst 

church sect and a member o f the International Ladies Garment.WOrlcere* 

Union* Both members belong to  organisations which attempt to. in tegrate 

completely the lives of th e ir  members into- th e ir  respective organiaaldOns#



Socially* p o litic a lly  and morally* both organizations make demandé upon 

th e ir meaberthifti

Does á churches making heavy dé&ahdg upen' i ts  members imply a : 

d ire c t relationship to the voting habité of the members of' the • 

congregation? ' I t  .-is. hypothesized th a t any church as i t  increases i t s 5 

demands upon i t s \ members-will tend to  influence its*  members voting 

behavior in  a sim ilar degree* Again by looking a t  fable 3*2 one can see 

th a t 'members of the Catholic Church are much more cburch*-oriented than 

oven the fundsmientallst sec t members. ¿M of the Catholics belonged to  

relig ious organizations as compared to  22$ of the: fundamentalist 

members* but only 8$ of the Cdthblics maintained th a t relig ion  would 

influence th e ir to tin g  intention* as illu s tra te d  by fable 3*1# The 

temperament of fundamentalist sec t members and the leadership within 

the fundamentalist churches are the two Variables which account fo r the 

fa c t th a t 61$ o f the fthdam entalist respondents answered th a t relig ion  

would influence th e ir voting behavior*

through effective leadership in  the church, i t  is  quite Conceivable 

th a t the rank and f i lé  of the church can be molded in to  an effective 

unified p o litic a l forcé#-

A question was asked of the respondents as to whether th e ir 

m inisters had commented on the p residen tial Candidates# 31$ o f the 

fundamentalists replied in  the affirm ative while Only 13$ of the other



i t  seemed th a t the respondents war© reluctan t to  admit th a t th e ir

educate i t s  members get the value of voting IntelM geutly* Ha th is way
/  . ' ' ' ' - • s.

m inisters did stress the iB ^rtanee of voting* hut th e ir  reasoning

stress placed upon the fac t th a t unless the Church members voted

sefcrhc.e as th ie .le :th e  time when a man feels th a t he domes in to  ;av ••

candidates* In every church eatsept the Church of the L atter PaySaints 
and the F irs t C hristian GhurCh* sons of the respondents admitted th a t 
th e ir m inister had comment^ on the p residen tial candidates* Since, th a t 
there Was but one respondent th a t went to  church everySundayfrom 
the Church of the h a tte r Day Saints* the evidence here is  Very 
inconclusive^ .''However* i t ' is  quite evident - th a t the m inister from the ’• 
F irs t C hristian Church did not comment Upon the qualifications of 
e ith e r p residen tial candidate*:

m inister had made comments about the p residen tial candidates«

Vjih Can be advanced th a t i t  he the duty of a Church to

a  church would be furthering the ideals of a Denocraey»; Several of the

seemed to be based fo r the most part* on relig ious reasons« Fdr

party lines i f  need be*V Prayer is  the high point in  a relig ious
i.



TABLE > 5

BRESiOffiftlAL CANDIDATES

92

Church

• TES
contented on did' not coraoeht 

on Candidates Total

Seventh Day A dventists.- ’ 

Church of the Naaerine . • 

i^ ^ ;C h |d a .tian  Church .. 

Church of the B ible. 

Assembly of Cod :

Baptibt^ ; ;

No.#.." . % , N04: %  , • No « %

- 3 ' 33 . 6  e ? ■ :;v -9 ’ 100

' 3 60 ’ ■ /  2 A O 5/. 100

0 ■' 0 ■V. U  100 '/ ' -v boo

io ' •' 56 44 *boo

to 59 7 ' 4» ' 17 100

4  ■ 9 69 •-V .13.: too

b 0 . 100 V. ibo

»Includes both the River Road B aptist Church and the Eugene B aptist 
Church: '..v. i :-;v

Special, r e la # ^  thediV ine# P ra y eris  the high-tension point

in  a n ^  *s . When the prayer is  coupled with

voting in s ti^ tio ^ * - it- ;i8  easier to

^FTank S. Hickman# The Psychology g£ Religion (New Sorki Abingdon
, 1926), ,!' ...



is  able to subliminate hla own p o litic a l party Iden tification  and cast 

his vote on fe iig ie ttg  grounds* ■

On October 7*i96C* there was an election eveprayer meeting by 

fiv e  m inisters a t thé f i r s t  B aptist Church in  Eugene.:* Seemingly* the 

strategy  of having an election eve prayer meeting was to re-enforce the 

òfaurch members * basic fbr Voting« net party or, candidate but religion* 

September 29* 1960* was a h i#  point fo r fundamentalist anti-* 

Catholic èehtiÉent* $hé POiU (Protestants and Other ¿gerlcahs United 

fo r the àeparaticm OfOhuroh and S tate) and seven fundamentalist 

churches sponsored a  ré iig io ^p o lìtica l ra lly  a t  the Assembly of God • 

Church in  Eugene attended by 1200 people* Some of the cedente made;

'a t  the 'ra lly  'weiret

interesting '' S td e l|:|^ -tO ; 1iho òlectìoh-eva prayer meeting WSs 
th a t th is author arrived a t the meeting exactly one hour before the

■ meeting'«ras.̂ ^begtó^ahd^ had the opportunity to  bë ip  the same retai
With two m inisteie ifco ŵ  ̂ fhere had been a

■ le t te r  in  thé Eugene ■ Rá^áter»(ktard - the nigfet before condemning ibid
religio<*politicai prayer meeting* Qnd ^ e  minis te rs oould not under* 
stand how the w riter o f  the le tte r  cOuld have found Out about the 
prayer meeting |n  time to get a le t te r  to the Regletei^Gaárd and have 
I t  publishedv ihey believed th a t there had been a  leafc in  th e ir 
organisation and thought th a t the only two Organisations which could 
have gotten the information was O ilier the Bureau of In ternal Revenue 

’ (there h a d b e é n ta lk tb a t ehUrchesengagedin ■■■■
might be investifáted) or thè Jesu its from the Catholic Church*



Sfhe Knights o f Columbus and Jesu its are coordinating t#
' control th is  coiastry*** * i f  the Roman church gains - 

ascendencyi! then lib e rty  .w ill he lo s t, I t  is  the purpose 
of the ftaman Church to conquer 4meriea«*$ >. Our 
rosponsibiU ty is  to  step  over p o litic a l lines and never. ; -

■ ie t  a da^helie be head of thie\ eeunti!yt^. 1

: Although verifica tion  would be impose ib le^  i t  weald not be 

improbable to  deduce th a t during the mid-week church a c tiv itie s  |  the 

"evils of Kennedy^s O a t^  and th a tth e  m inisters

ro ^ n fo rc ^  an ti^a th o iic fee iin g v h en ev er possible*

I t  has previously been Stated th a t the temperament of the 

fundamentalist church member is  a  contributing facto r toward his 

su scep tib ility  to  manifest an ti^atho liC  saatim entf The current 

lite ra tu re  seems to  support, the assumption th a t there is  a certain  

personality type which- is. attracted to  fundamentalist churehes^2 : ■ 

Several studies Of conversion have been madOj; and the conclusions 

are th a t ' ^people converted a t public meetings' are more easily ' 

hypnotised!,. displaymoro motor automatisms and Can therefore be 

c la ssified  to seme extent as-hysterics** Sydney G* bimond has said  in» > ’ "'V . ‘
his book. The ItevchOlogy | |  t£g Methodist Revival« th a t the rev iv a lis t, 

in  order to be effective^ has to build up his audience to  a h i#

. S^'.^cuel4^ • *Shall a . Roman Catholic be President* ■ .(speech-, given 
a t  Assembly of Qod Church) Ibigen^ Oregon* September 19eQ).

■ C hapter § w ill describe' the characteristics of i\uidamenthlists 
in  muph g reater detail* ; '



./••V

i

emotional s ta te  in  which "worldly reason» la  inhib ited; i f  reason is  

not inh ib ited , then the rev iv a lis t hah to  record failu re#! With the 

fundamentalist church members being susceptible to hysterla*lnducemeht 

On the part of th e ir m inisters, i t  is  very easy to see th a t when 

emotion Is greatly  aroused a t a re lig io ^ p o litica l prayer meeting** ■; 

voting in tention can be evaped very easily* Prank Hickman has sta ted
t  - * • '

. in hie, bopfe* fhe Ibyehpldgy of Iteliglon, th a t the feason fear an 

evangelistic meeting is  to pcunteiact the antiwreHgious environment . 

(SOCiely) ’'in^^hioh the hhiphh-ahc^Sh- is  living*^ ■ The m inister has1 to

»% iehsei Argyle* Religious Behavior (bondoni Routiedge and Eegan 
# 1958)* pages 56*57* Argyle has also said ti............  th a t a study done by

(3aht*ii,,in %9̂ 0rof the effects of Orson . Welles %■ wIir;asi<m iftrtm Mars*. ' 
upon ’ the - populace showed th a t the people who were the most affected 
were also thbmoe b,'religious;*■ The ones who wore affcoted by th e .: 
broadcast w eio ^ so  more suggestible and less in te llig e n t than those 
not affeoted. hrgyle has said th a t th e ,fa c t th a t suggestible people are 

'cithas■ been Confirmed by a number of other studies*

Sydney G. Plmctid^ fthe Psychology e g ________
(London* P^bid-iJfiiVSibity Press*, i92$/7 page 117*

■... churches go through a regular ■
sequence of development; He has said th a t each of the-sects • begin* as . 
a sm a ll,: economically. and Spcially depressed group* fhe litu rg y  of the
established :eburebse;ishueb:i^& ^ in
etmroh*' After a few years the members increase in  ecpnoMc S tature, 
and '■ the sec t begins to acquire the oharacteristics O fih ed M er ■ 
bhurhhesll^lhe relig ious behavior of the Church members then becomes 
s ta id  end _ unCTiotionei# Those members who. have pot ■■risen socia lly  and 
econcmdealiy ofuuapt give free expression to  th e ir religious expression 
sad;:starh 'h .ne^-sect* .. ■' ■; -■ :•' ■

U/bbOk 'P ^ iis h ii  by an eVahgelical publlflhlng-house 
train ing  of m inistersy there is  a Section devoted to giving th e •• 
m inisters in ^ ^  on how ;to: build up the emetihus. of Ms ■
congregation* I t  m e n tis  th a t songs which are sung during regp lff 
church se rv ic e  are usually not su itab le fo r ;sVangellstici b e ^ C e i*  
The b est suited songs would have some of the following: characteristics
to  build Up the emotional- s ta te  o f the congregation l >• , "11) sp iritu a l*  
(2 ) soul S tr in g *  (3) lead to  action aitf aeeasion* U ) have a  a»ssage 
(fo r the sin fu l h e a ft)^  Thomas f51inton Crums* Evangelism In 
(houisvilie* ppnteoost^ ItbM shing Co** no date)>

i 1 ■ tttV:



MEASUREMENT OP THE IMPORTANCE OP REHGlGN OF FüN&âMEâTALISTS 
IN COMPARISON TO THOSE THAT SAID RELIGION WOULD 

; ÏNFIURENCE THEIR VOTING INTENTION AND THOSE
: THAT SAID TT WO0ID NOT ENFIiOENGB

' VOTING INTENTION

Church Membership and ! Religion 
importance of relig ion  ■ SfTehtVate
^ -'No*:% '

Seventh Day Adtàfciiète

Very Important 9 69

■ -ïîiîib-'- ;©3r 1 100

Church of Naaerine

Very Importait 7 100

Not so, or somewhat 0 0

f i r s t  C h ^ 't3 ^  :.Ohurch; ■  ̂ ' .

' Very Importent - 13 ,43;

Not so, or somewhat 2 40

Church of the Open Bible

Vefy Important ■ ’• 20 74

N o t-^ 0 |''0 r0 0 ^ ^ a t ■ 1 100

Assembly of God "■ ' ; ' '

Very Jtoportattt 22 76

Not so , or somewhat 0 0

B aptist Church

Tèry Ih^ortant 15 65

Not so* or somewhat ■ •" 2 29

Religipn not 
Effect Vote

Bon*t 
... Enow Total

■ ■ N o ....% No* % No* *

4 31 0 0 13 ' 100

0 0 0 0 1 100

... 0 0 '■ 0 0 ; 7 ' 100

0 0 p 0 0 0

17 57 0 0 30 TOO

2 40 1 20 '"5- TOO

6 22 . 1 4 Z! . 100

0 0 0 0 i 100

■ - 6 21 ;f ':  : 3 ' 29 100

2 100 0 0 :>'■ 2 ; 100

8 35 0 0 23 ■100

5 71 0 0 7 100



ing h is ehuréh members to  swing to  an opposition party candidate* AS 

has boon previously shosn the suggestion the minis terw sea is  couched 

in  terms, 9$' an. a^t& enal fraye£|:‘ ■

J t  was hypothesised th a t people who consider relig ion  to be highly 

important in  th e irliV es will: tend to vote on the basis of th e ir 

religion- to a greater degree than those who do not consider relig ion  to 

he highly im |»r in ' th e ir lives* Table 3*6 was constructed to show 

th a t the Importance of ralig ion  to  a  fundamentalist church member would 

affeo t th a t p e i# ji^  I t: was thought th a t there would

be an inverse relationehip so th a t those who considered re lig io n  very 

important would find .this' an in flu en tia l force upon th e ir to tin g ' ' 

behavior while those who did not consider reMgion o f such paramount 

importance would Conversely be unihfluenoed». Ik three churches there ' 

was an inverse relationship# and in  two churches there was not# . I t  • 

Should be n e t#  th a t in  on® of ̂ these churchsa* the Chu^ .

Nasarene* a l l  of the meofcers sempled thought th a t relig ion  was very 

important. In both the Seventh Pay Adventist Church and thé Ghurch of 

the Open Bible# there was but one person i m  each church who said th a t 

relig ion  was e ith e r %©t so Important*' o r nsomeuhai important^ and also  

said  that, w iigion',would influence his vote# ' With but one person in  à

significance is  insignificant#  Conversely# 

i t  can be seen th a t in  .five of the -six fundamentalist church groups,, ; 

the percentage of members who indicated th a tih e y c o ^  relig ion  ■



0

irexy important and admitted that relig ion  Would influence m ain weite 

vaa g reétèr than those Who said th a t although relig ion  was important*

only churohwhioh does not conform tö th is trend* but instead rather . 

sijp iifican tly  rnns counter to  it, is  the .f ir s t  C hristian Church«,. fable 

3-*5 shows' th a t th is óhnrph was the only one pi the fundamentalist 

group in  which the m inister made no public c îsmen'te of the presidential 

candidates• With th is  in  mind, one might soeept the plausible 

explanation th a t the. devlancy Of the P irà t C hristian  Ghüroh ih  fable 

3*6 can be attributed* to  the fac t th a t the m inister of the f i r s t ■ 

C hristian Church b ^ n o t  ^ t i l l e d  in to  h is ■ 0:0i^r6é®iido-,the. d ire  

necessity The only contact th a t these

people had'with media which stressed voting on re lig ion  was possibly the 

po¿é  ra lly  andparfcdps oöntaot-'# th  a n ti^ s tb o li^  .

' BEhfÖlCöS REâStaîS*

■ Church ’©rôtip;.and'’.:. '.  ' Jh tèatitìn :to  -  - W ill ■Not. ■.. ; .,
Religious Orientation V o|e< ^$S liè to ii. ' Vote on Religion Total ,
' ' T '  ' ; ^  $ ’• HÓ*
I h r d s m e ^ - v ,

. S^i^'^énbàëÎO Tit'- ’'W . '7i3v' .31 W:..' 1@ì ■■ 100
Wèak O rientation 3 .2t .' /•', 11 . 79 ' ,. : 14 - 100

Strong Chlentation, 
weak O rìestation ■

Religious, orientatim i Was

J38
5

2Q
12



members of ifcops$Mf chobcbes m o  W m
m à i ù m  i s , ü s p m m  m n  «ho go so ohúboh mos* or ïeoè

ÎJKE m  ÁI& OF œ  fIMS MB ÏBB REM1Ï0HSHÏP 
, ; $0 @J|SG0RÄÖIHQ ÄOHB ÎÔ V0T& âÔâlHS?

i,
churoh <hfoai>.............. yate on Religion to i»  èh psj&gfeffi.. .v ie ta i .
^ '^: i: " x r̂ u :r--,l‘ Bot

' .' 2? 34 ■. -33 \  66 .; ■ ad ; ioo
a 13 14 $7 té iôo

' gains Weffiettdoua Significance «feen thè f tìn d a ^

and thè other Pröi^t£m% are compared in  tenas pf tjtöiraypw el ôf / .'■. 

th e ir I r t ic h  to  yète  on the haSis of reX lgtonörnöt*  fhe iiweroe 

' relationship  becomes here apparent since f3£ h f the itaJdaoentaOists ;

s t a t e d ^ ^ i ^

B ^ te s ta h is s ^  i t  w eu3dnòttó th e ir  voting behavior*,

A sépsrÉ&e: questi<nì -ae ;t t  lA ethero r not thè respondent had giren . •. ,. 

anyone eneouragâiAht to  viete against' Kennedy on reXigiôàs granada* was 

Ihclndedf as indicated hy TahM' 3^7B* ; I t  wnath<m ^t th a t i f  % 
re s i& la a t-Â  t e  r é t i  against Kennedy ón

rédlgiêaa ;pfçÂ *.-hô^hÎoséif woctld also  ro te  onth© basis of religion* 

ilss-IN te s td n ^ ’ had an even -stréhge* #nfr .resp^Sd^;fdr' th is ; q p stih h  '. 

than ih r  i^ ts n ê  i^ N à ^ te d  87$ of the Protestante ;

S tated that, they had not '.enkiiSiS^ reté.' against Kennedy en

relig ions grounds* \ïh e  fnhdaoaatálists, however* did not spore as h i#



At jpggfegntage. in  Table .3-»7& as they had in  fable 3*713: paly 34$ of the

#>md̂ ftTv̂ ii4gfea s ta te !  th a t they bad eiwbuipaged anyone to  vote against

Kennedy on the basis of re lig io n . This* however, does not invalidate 

the 6© |iia l^ i# |; reached as a re su lt of a s tn ly  of fab le 3**7Aj; i t  peir^ly 

showS th a t 34$| Or biâ .

relig ion  th a t they want- to  other people to  show them the “ev ils s f  

leal to  urge them to  Stete'egSinst Kennedy bfc f o l ip b i l

f t-  was hyj»theaiaed th a t ohuteb members She have a strong religiOttS 

orientation  w ill be more inclined to  vote' on the basis of re lig ion  then 

tbOsb wbe% s not s t r ^ i i ^  oriented« • In fsh ie  3*71 1% dan be seen th a t

te e -.ftn a ip s i^  i

th a t re lig iia i - The ^ te e ta n te  had but .

1^6 of thS%H# 'that th e ir  voting «bold be '

controlled by relig ious issues* .a percentage which is  but a s lig h t drop 

from the 2{^ so o r^  by the strong ‘Cbuteh*|oera who sta ted  th a t they ■ ■ 

would vote on r^ g io h a ' grounds^ ■ The, interesM ng contrast comes tfe tween 

the fvaidamentaliat who has a weak orientation to relig ion  and the ' 

fnndamentalist who has a  strong orientation to religion* - The ; ■ 

oonoiasionf, then* seems to indicate that, there e ith e r i s  something .■■ 

Inhefent in  the relig ion  of the fwuiamentatis te  vhieh influences th e ir .



O^ehtalduh.' to  reltg ion  hffo’e been sensitized to Catholicism by th e ir 

minister* re lig io -p o litic a l ra llie s , or anti^Gatbplic H tera tu re , or 

perhaps a tbge©.̂

- Past studies indicate th a t fo r the.’- most part p o litic s l tree ts  ’Sad 

le a fle ts  mailed to prospective voters ore ineffective.' fhey seem %6 
invoke a minimum tsspensO'#*' evidenced by th e  fac t th a t people cannot 

remember* later*. td&ther they received p o litic a l lite ra tu re  or not»*,. 

I t  was hypbthlsized th a t fundamentalists who received a n ti^ a th b lic -; 

lite ra ttu ^  wouid be more inclined to vote .on' than ■ ■■■■

*t£5. who did not receive: a n ti^ a th o lic  M terature* In the •

^Robert P o litica l M fe (OienCoe* I I I ^  îhç Eree Press,:
1959)» page Ed!’ ■• iah em ata^  ' th a t a rtic le s  ' with à p o litic a l 
orientation  ihmagazinea. are ameh more effective in  th e ir appeal 
inasmuch as the people \&Ojrèed magasines, usually cerne from a much 
higher socio-economic lovely Being from a higher socio-economic level* 
they are in  e ffec t the decision makers and the group in  whioh there is
a very high peroentags of voting*

I t  cannot be s aid  th a t Campaigh lite ra tu re  is. en tire ly  ineffective* 
however * & study was dohe by 41iee f i t t  and David B* oieiohef using 
data from the Elmira study On Campaign litera tu re*  I t  was found th a t : 
those fs$ p p d s» te .# ê  had reôeived eaEç>aign lite ra tu re  ■between' August 
and October had a higher level of in te re s t in ’ the campaign than those 
who 'had; not received the literature:* R ltt and GleiOher ■ also posited

- Ijbcoâ the lite ra tu re  affecting participation* 
i t  is  'also ;poaslbie'/thai; people who have ave*yh igh  in te re s t level in  
the Campaign' are more apt to notice cards
th a t 'théÿ ■ .deceive*!: ■■ A llice Sfc K itt and David B* Qlèicher* «Dëtereiûen'te 
of Voting. Behavior«? ^he Public Opinion 0aaiÉ£ri3k- $Êfy no* 3 (Pall* . 
1950)* pages 394*395* :



Eugene study i t  seems that anti^atholip lîtéyaturéi, which 

in  tho iaxiiQ W  ̂ Qô p o iitic ^  tracte inasmuch as the desired end

Of both was the ©ieotion of one candidate and the defeat of another^ had 

a strong effect on the voting in i t io n s  of the fundamentalists * 

However, the members o f  "regular Proies tant"' -churches -were almost

unaffected by theheavy in flu x o f anti^atheïiç literature which

: a ll  Of the r^gaadé^'. e# to whether the religious a ffilia tion s of any 

of the candidate. would influence their voting .int^tiim ir :' ''ïn' Tablé ' 

2~èé, i t :.Oaa,fee-;seeh. that 71$ of thefundamentalis^ whoreceiVed anti-* 

Gathplic literature were going to vote en religious grounds, as opposed 

to  f i#  ■whb'Md*hpt':*^bite.- the' How by .

ioohiiig at Table |*GB, one oan noté an i»1^r#ting phehopenon«; 13$ of 

the received anti^athoiie iitera in fe stated

that the religion o f the candidates would influence théir voting

refceiye * a h t^ a ^ ^ à ^  ^ te t^ tu * ^  e ta ted  th a t the ro ii# è h  of the .; • 

ôèu^iddteé. would..’̂ finen®© ih e ir ; voting Hhii^-the-.

net change effedtOd by ^ e  an ti^ a th o iio  

M tel^turei:, with the -Regular. ï^et© stantsM there was /absolutely no .  ̂

change V o^gv.O tt;;^;h<^is of relig iett^  .... . ..Y

The ;assertipn can he made th a tth e  variable which $s operating 

■ Which tends to ^aiwnir reS i^iw lem W w ith^ to  the

••estent where there is  the motivatipn to  vote on relig ion  is  th a t .Of,/



3*9

b e im ìo s s h t f  betwessh mm W BêAnm  ©f  t h e  i^ © m e n t í¿ : is t s  
'• ' viro B03ST7SD tm m rn m m i)  st a t e d  :

THE? WO0ÏD VOTE OS RELIGIOUS GROUNDS M D
itsëm ' «iftêh -

tlTH ïA SroEfî M D  STATED THE?
. *;■-■ ' ' . NOT VOTE #  ’ ■

RE3ËG Î09S W M im

?.. ■ ReHgion r . ítóiigi©n

Éb^'StlôÛt.'âÂ yean? '
WvUJJU ■ ■ ■■• ■

effec t noting. ,.■..•:■- e ffec t voting Totàl ..
' : • NO*;-:' t e  : :w: 1

6 :} ¿7 ^-v 3 V •. 33 ."•- 9 ' too
Grades 9*11 " ' ; . 3 f I T  i '  ' 4 too
''6fáde: Ï2 ■ i? :\ - ■•■ è ,z6 .'■■ : 23 too
Business or trade School 80 ‘ 20 too
Som© Collège " : " ' 13 : &  >. ; ?  • ;. t o 2Ó , too
Obliege Graduáteáhd/or 
MVanced i^gréè '■ ; . to 78 ' /, : . 4 22 - 14 ■' too

the edi&al&On^ of ftm dem ^táliatg wfeo reëbiVed' ent&fc' ■.

and Afe going t© 'voteien v1A#|iï:. '

;'thoaér'̂ w>; received ©nti*tathci|6< ,snd ■ are not going to vaie

on ■fè^^OÉia',.gfO»iBft#f ' i t  should b e ^ s ìb l© -1© ©©certain ©hethör & 
©IgKlfiCAnl;- irafi©bió‘ ia ¿ 'in  fac i^  ednbatión?f--: %  TooMng a t fabie 3*9





TASIJS 3*10

m s m S OF AH1‘X-GAÏH0Ï»23C tlTM U RS ON KÂTOMÎTALÎSTS 
■ m  THEIR PERCEPTION OF RELIGION AS BEING A

"•■ « F M îG F  REIMS® Ä Ä  '
' .  •; ■

Other Reasphâ Than 
s R ^ g i o ^ ,  '/■■IMàMàmM M''

■**» " fitsä
Nö,

ïfâmtèm- 7 10 6G GQ , ?3 •

î t  hypöthesisied th a t FuM aöentalists vdio attéhiitôd raLígíe* . 

I»iitÎic*Ù meetings would .Ré; mpre- iho.ÉLhéd tò  hatre receiréd’ a n ti^ a fà o lic  

lite ra tu re  than í^ n tía ^ ta lla ts ; vàio did not attend /

meetings'. In severai ether areas,*; the aatt<M3etfcoltc literataxt%  in

As an»»■» w*
the

had

■ E o u o v e r, i n  t i l l #

Iztstahhé^. i f  te  n p p  the |ssu^l& «n th a t antA^athoMo

lite ra to ^ : l h ^  respondents to beöcpe iiàtèraàtéd enough th

attend a

also  given out a t  the 

attendance a t the

Inspired theai tç  a t t ^  the re ily ^



; , ■ s m s  >11 . ■ ■ ' _ .

ItJHDiMSJTALISTS # RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THOSE WHO REGEItfQ) 
ANTÎ ATHOLIC LITERATURE AND THOSE WHO ATTENDED 

POAP (PROTESTANTS AND OTHER AMERICANS UNITED 
FOR separation OP CHURCH AND STATE) RALLX

■ ' . '•■'■'■■ : ' Did Not " ■
...—... ■. Attended Rally ; ...Attend R ally    to ta l

R #elved |lie ra th i§ \ ■ 

Did not receive .|iterdtQr@i

>12

TALISTS*
‘ ANTX̂ ATHOLIG LITERATURE AND 

ATTEMPTING TO ENCOURAGE ANXQNE TO

Against

I ^ e i t ^ ;i |^ ra tu 3 ^ : . 26 %u

Did no t M td ra to re ' 2 ' -.S'

dd hot attempt to  . . .
Influence Vote „;_... Total 

' ' No,: ' %' No, %

#•'. 66 % too

Another are® in Which ahtî atholic literature seemingly hod ah 
.efieot was la that of encouraging someone to vpte against Kennedy doe . 
td his Catholic ..â itaidOtt ' (see Table >12) * It Was- hypothesized that 
fundamentalists Who' received antî atholie literature would be more 
inclined to ■ aetiltely encourage other individuals to' vote against ''



TABI® M M  " '

miimms m  m M m  :
£MÌ^i3MQ%W 1*ÏT3®Â®0BB 48Ö Ì&QS® «HO 
., W  HOT m> m $  FERCEP2Í® OF PARTY

• ■..-• ■. - . i , . . . , : - . , , -

:-V..; •., ì = ; . Streng Fé#^r . ■ Heal? Party ■
,..,.... „. ..................... ............ . ',  Mèiaber ;..............  Member" - Total.... .
n"-;:" -: '■ "ir : lirrr'-‘ ' V  111 y.... Np¿' ' • $' " Hai4 ^

Reoeived.lite ra tu re-'.̂ •;$■ \'2t- . 2$ V9 : W  ■ Ì00

antd̂ atholid Ìlterattìre* Qf those -*à$- received. àhtî athbiio iiterättaiö j 
;..34̂ - u$ged someone to  Voi© SB& ^^ìÈàsé^-èft--I© Me

/

only %  encouraged someone olee i© ; Voi© g a in a i fcénnedy be|a«s© o f Md 

4a ía d l^ d ü a l uíió Otóòaragésj. someone eise  td  vota has a mtìéb

eonviòtion andmoi© o f a siate» In the outcome of the election 

than., the individuai uh# keeps. Ma Oo^OtlOaà -to M tóelf and espresse® 

themonly 'a i ih©

(Ma of the o p tio n s  asked Of a l i  of the respondents w^Êveà- them 

tó  indicate With vhiôh party  they id en tified  themselves and tdtóther 

they consider^  theœseiyés Moré than

h alf of the "regular protestant©" Who were Ä d o n atd  considered them*, 

selves to hé strong party lumbers* 6f the however*

there vas è  much lew er percentage of those wh© considered theaselVe©

!̂ pêipîkâf■ i s i s i i Ä i i j a f e i e #¡ás©: -.



vmn  fKEPBRESGE WHETHER 
WBÆE ÖR SÄ JQ

. \ ’ t V  •» •-• V- .: ^ate Porty

I
*V;fV % N©̂-

A W  9

è é & i^ t j# s s  Wüte-' '
gSth©2lS;: Í l :tfeQEhelvss t© be strong ipaÿtÿ iänbers 

and $ÍÉ Of tfease thè did not ipSOfl̂ © ;antt^a% 01io lite ra tu re  sis©; '- 

©Oiisiderea iJ^ é lV é S ' to  b© strong party  issabsrs (Sea fab le  Mßß)-* ''. 

She have ahy é^lS0Í:M ;- ,.

^^aksh li^-phr# ’ l o ^ t i è S f o r  th e  By loohìng a t

‘Sable 3^13%; 'however* it; osa be Sèeû th a t thé; fundamentalists didhavè 

th è ir psürfcy loyaltdes tìndérminèd by the receiving of a n ti^ a th ö lie  .

- :. • iPi>ŷ flTftent^ i,q ta  vh© had not received ' lite ra tu re  wer©. much

stronger ÔàMécfats than those'.'# é  bad received ir t i^ á ih o lic  ' lite fa to ré j 

thé jpercentage beíag A¿á and b s h O ^ -lb a t '-

l^te*Sturé:;hsd a lover percentage .Of party  strength th tó  thè ^regalar

th is in  mihdj, th è  assasptioh oan bè-iaadè thét. the 

antì-C atholic lite ra tu re  was b st one facto r among several which . 

sensitized  the fisi^Smehtalists to  c o h s id e ^ g  ißathoHcism as being

"evil*"





«RBGÖMR Ite Ë S ïM s»  M M
Ä f «  ûp àm  em m izús

SkEÖflOB ■. : ;

,,, Rèpublioaa 

45 62' 2 : ST... . 26 36

4 '

tab le  3^ :5)* M$ .ejf'ibe .:r»eeei*id#$-•

lite ra tu re  believed th a t the Gaifooliee ^  s p l i t th e i r  vete vh iîà  3¿$

;of theeá ubo did nói receive Ifâ  literaltape believod the es®©«

forme á »Titt»»k<3̂ fflwrttriaat with the ftgid^eotolle ;̂ | .  ©f who® ai* le e s t 

tHr«^fOnrthe thought th a t Catholics would vote PeH ^ratidì . '

Simé the p o íltie á ily  educated tend te b é lie v e  th a t CetholiOsi £b* 

the most p a r t| vote Ìjstóii*atàtói|s and eye» sntong thè p o lltle e iì^  naiv© 

there la  a  fplhiore th a t Catholtífcoa trad itio n a lly  vote beroooratioi l à . .

sedäs

Catholic • voler ae. beleg. tfima^SsâioôraMo. .-- 4  j&ausible, explanation may

b i|.  ̂ h#Vefs?|} th a t the "regalar l^ te s ta n te "  are "leaning ©ver hack* 

wards* in  order no t to seem pre3h#h©d towards ^atholiOs^;. Perhaps they 

vere avare th a t trad itio n a lly  but in  order
ashed the question of how



datN ÎÏO è vére going to vote* they offered th a t they thought va» a 

sôô iâ lly  ansver# th a t they v e re e ith e r going té  tròte: ■

RépublióaiiL or th a t they vére going to  s p l i t  thèîar ÿot% ' ' ■ ; .; ■.

I t  vet» hypothesized th a t fundam ental who had a personal contact 

with the d istribu to rs of a n ti^ a th o iic  lite ra tu re  would be apre a£f éoted 

by the lite ia tu re  than ftaadamOntalls ts  who had hot had a personal 

:oóhM òtr^#i the d istrib u to rs of a n ti^ a th o lie  lite ra tu re*

The respondent» who answered th a t they had reoeitr^  an ti^ a th o lio  

lite ra tu re  Were also ashed vhere they had obtained the lite ra tu re*

Table 3*16 was oòptruotéd in: order to  shov the relationship  of thé 

sources Of anti««Gatholic lite ra tu re  to  whether or not the respondent .. 

was ;gOfhg to  vote On the basis of the p residen tial candidatele religion* 

AisO -òhówh in  th is tab le  is  the extent to  whióh impersonal an ti«  ' 

Catholic lite ra tu re  (th a t is  lite ra tu re  placed Under the door* $h ah - 

automobile* Oh sent unréquested i& òugi the mail) affeotM voting  

in ten tion  os contrasted with thé In flustee of a n ti^ a th o lic  lite ra tu re  

in  which personal eontaOt was involved (that; is  lite ra tu re  received 

from, a friend#,: reoeived -from an individual passing i t  out on the

sirié% .# tó#S ;,
lïith  hut one exception the lite ra tu re  which was given to  the 

respondent in  whjen personal contact was invoiVed was more effective in  

deciding whether the respondents would uâé relig ion  ah g basis fò f 

y o iin g * /id i of thé lite ra tu re  had an impac% but when i t  -was received



ÓF 1HBSG0H6ÉS |$Ö& HHIGR

- 1
ti . ■’; •'/:■■ ;■: i : . . : . e J

leligicas 
tfeCt vote

, R e g ie n  ¿ot 
■ :'a f ra ¿ t vote . . TotalÀ

■ ■ X-:\ ' _ -;.:'-0 ...'•' " . . ' :No>- .; ",i: ■■■:■ '\*V ' *•>.?. ; 8$.* Np* ■ #
Sent in  mall a fte r  I t  »as 
requested .

 ̂ : i  rXi ' '? too ■ . • 0 , 5 100

I ^ e iv e d 'lá t^  ■ 
ppll1^C€Â,:B iilÿ  ■

‘ i . • • V , v; •, i ’
W  8$ ;:i7 - ' 1 ., :>* * ’ 1 * ‘

' 12 .. 8 100

Received tvtâ%:t&&oÀ ; V; vëO :'. ; ■v/v 2 ’; . 20 ;:’;■' 10 - 100

r e c e l é  j(n the p tfée t
■••/•! V .'.:'-f. -.Y-:
m  ' v s f
, *. if ̂  %

■-í: V vfV-i 1Ô0
ftj ¿, 4àb>' Jt' .-- 4 ' . r~. Jfj<->ti w«Lesea up in  ehurcn vestapuie
3Pi* 'j*!-* -• 4  .*» • *  Y f  . «  * / %  ■*  , Ä  

Placed under door la  báse'
. ' - : V  v <*
( ^ y - r /

to  ■ m  
«••*? *»•««• *• »..
33 6

too

100

Placel -in ‘ca r \,yy,.:. ■ X M ::
■ ' ■ í - :o- ; :ìv  -' 

1 ; 33
•- . v' 1 •',

,100

Sent ln  » a ll, not requested . \ ;v ?  ■; # ; ;v 23 too
ÿ;.

en an inpereonal basis * 

voter* ÜS an l ^ e r .

plaoed the fSmdamen ta lla  ts  whó:-sp ••••■

. to
.!' C'.-r

.' • ii'



8<$ of those who rèceîvéd the lite ra tu re  on e personal basisci froto a 

'■ĵ Káíiî aá peì̂ iiÈ̂Eisii. ' á̂ aí|L:tl̂ ¡̂  lió-. ’

The one eaxseption to thè- ©nppeeftlcan th a t an ti^ à th o lie  lite ra tu re  

. which le  disseminated in  an impersonal fashion is  less effective In 

voting came when the respondents sta ted  th a t they had 

received theta? an tì^ a th o lie

Sont to  É ^ ’̂ | | î i e ; äfeili .;%■ th is  instanOéir 10655 of the respondents 

who had requested a n tl^ a th o lle  lite ra tu re  th ro n g  thè inai! sta ted  th a t

relig ion  would be a facto r which woqld be taken in to  acoount when they
, I • ••. ' ,! j. •. ■ .  ̂ . .

' w^o^iodn^ to  vote;*, J t. is. quite easy té  utóejretand, .in  th is  case» why

impersonal mail lite ra tu re  would seem to  tie; efféoilve* . iPhjt a^esppndente

'Who r s q ^ t ^  anti^Catholio lite ra tu re  wer% in  -all p j^ b a b il l^  alreedy

antieSatfaolic in  th e ir  views’| ; and the sending fo r and receip t o f  anti*

J  « ; Eîdervèld* "Fbqperimental. Propaganda Teohnique and - 
Behavior,n Amaiioaâ P o litica l Science Rggâ®*' ’P ^ % i ' 1956)* ■

Si:,*. The same so rt of resu lte wèq  ̂ dòn# a t inn
Arbor* Michigan, to de tornine the efjN»tiyeftôêe’Of personalized and 
impers onalized propaganda .techniques:*. Five hundred individuale were . 
eeledted who were known (by checking 'toting; reborde) to have been 
apathetic ' in  voting’ in  lo ca l elections *■ A portion o f these ' people were 
subjected to a nail., propaganda campaign while 'another portion wa# 
d irec tly  contacted by party workers and personal canvassing bj '*
I t  was found th a t personal e ontac if  motivated 25% of the votera the 
never before voted in  local elections té  .g ó te 'the polls* An impersonal 
mail campaign motivated Only 0, to.. V2$ (depending On ' th e tp p e  of mail) 
of the voters. who had previously never w ted  in  ic ia l  elections to  vote*



Catholic lite ra tu re  merely re*en£oreed the bias which they had already 

ereeted égàlhet Catholics»* s

. |a  s t i l i  another area , caution shouldb© Qiceicisedj that, ia* ih  

ih© category of those respondents who sta ted  that they had received 

ehii^Cathbiic M terature whan they attended the 

rally¿'v In th is category of the respondents said  th a t religiQn 

would infltisnee th e ir voting in ten tion , I t  is q p i te  possible th a t the 

fO£S meeting wets Only the ostalysb  which erystaliaed  these people *s ' 

voting behavior and th a t the ahtl«Gethoiie lite ra tu re  merely re*ehfopced 

the decision they had iweviOuSly made to oast 'th eir vote fo r or against 

Catholicism rather than fo r or against any candidate as such* .

A study was done'At' the tir^Versity Of Minnesota on the offsets Of 

propaganda* i t  was t&mé -that those indi^deaìs- 'vhe he® 

system shaken by coisiter^propagarda prefered to  hoar arguments from 

th e ir  own à id e -ir brdey to  beiatesr? th e ir  own System of belief* i t  was 

also  found th a t oaoe these people were given a chance to  lis te n  t o . 

people who a g r^ .ti i th . thorn they t id e d  to  :i^ore; the propaganda ■ 

argomentaci ; - •

- *0ae family th a t was interviewed who were members o f the Church of 
Baa'arene triè d  to  give som© a n ti^ a th o lic  .‘̂Q1 ^10 OlaPSd?
during the course of the interview^ Ihey sta ted  that. they had sea t fo r 
several Inindred copies of a n ti^ a th o lic  jatopaganda fo r which they had 
paid and were 'giving i t  to  a l l  of th e ir  fl^ondsand aequaintshO#»

%ay .Srodbe^/-%0iie Of anali Groups in  M aiiating PrppagandaiV 
t e -  t e s a i  4$  J M M  & $ t ò  :f e % / t 9 5 ^ ;pag©s
m*4&& . . , . . v  ■



' :- v w m $ i ï ï ' '
w m :m M É m éÉ 0 m  the m & m or scäes ibö» m

m ^ W m m r n m :
fírté ©a Noi ^Otp On

80UTÒ3

Two aparees

1è '% [ ■ ' 54 iOO

4 22 18 tOÖ

Ä e | ^ a Ä ; ' '.': 4 iOO 0 Ö 4  1 #*‘-í • ■ • ■ ■' •» ' ■ . -

. • ■ • • '•. •• > V" ' ' ’ * : ■ ■
Hövlaßd $$$ le p á ^ ' ••Jlfihéií̂ Vtítô  ̂ í«î |íÍI^b|¿ ^ '^  :. '_ .-j ' ■

tëkpàaâmi j&'é prôj&gsnàà d ò m m i icpey the cestóni ,

oòsssonioatLon tfaà. àisçôuatsd aô :ti'çèâttg fTiaa ¡á ocni^e 'witii-' v 

propagajidis tic  pürpof#s>' ■ How^éî> p?e? p peaSLod W  tixaßß p& seurpe <af 

the propaganda la  ^ ç ô ^ te d  aad the plojp^aída i t s e l f  is  pén ie^red^ ' 

With these 'p«p atedies ;i$ Table >*1? was ponatítíeted la  

ptfpe* ie/öfcö* the réiati<M5Ship between the ■$&&&'<$£ Sitíales îï̂ iààëii
amerri tß ltfit a racel-tfed anti.«CatholAe M tora ta re  etoé thè extent to

;T t.w ar :.

% , t* Hovland arsà 1* 
en CotetoniôatieB



t"'

ÔatholiO lite ra tu re  from store than cnesource would be abré in c h e d  to' * ■■■%
■ vete On #élig |tin 1h^-íb»a©m©^^ vàio received -

lite ra tu re  o rlite ra tu r©  from bat oné ©ottfo©* I t  is  assumed th a t in  

order to  become á m ilitan t anti^Cathólic Voter* the desired voting 

. responde he© to  be triggered within the individual by some s©rt of a 

"basic tfa th ni  i*e*. Catholics are not 'lik e  other pe©pl©* they are 

subjects of'. Roae|. end th e ir .flfst: lo p i ty  is  to  é. 'p^fsfiEÍ^iig' Pope* ■ 

Only one ©tifóii$© (one piece of an ti-^atbo lie lite ra tu re ) nay be 

regarded as p o litic a l propaganda and no t the Continued

exposure to d iffe ren t source© of entd^Oatholio . -

#ithôÿitieâ'. ■willVglve.vSoiae au thenticity  to thé m aterial end I t 'I s ,  lik e ly  

to  be Regarded 'in. the realm'' of Hruth* rather than as mere propaganda^ 

which 4©: not to be taken very seriously* JVom Table ¡M7* i t  can be 

- seen th a t 51# of 'thèse who received no lite ra tu re  sta ted

th a t religion: would influence th e ir  voting intention*. They may have - 

received stim uli from ©lsewhef©| perhaps comments made by th e ir  

JidaÌ#Ì$!S% friendSi; Or perhaps tfcfou^i growing up i o -a fandly envipn* 

ment Which was aUiÌ*GaihoÌic* the gamut conia extend from 51# to  ion# . ■ 

in  terms of the entent to which a stimulus pan inflaenee voting 

intention* Iti ban be seen from Table 3*17 th a t of those receiving - 

antî^Catholio lite ra tu re  from One source said th a t relig ion  would 

influence th e ir Toting intention* Of those i^ a m e n ta lis ts  th a t ' 

reoeiwed’ á n iis ia th iltó  lite ra tu re  from two souroes:|  7g# sta ted  th a t ■ 

.religión would influence th e ir voting in tention; and 100# of

r



reOeived antM Satholiô lite ra tu re  from three sources sta ted  th a t 

relig ion  would influence th e ir  voting intention« ■ there is  a steady 

profession ' P a t g o e S f r a a  51$ who received no lite ra tu re  to 100$ Of 

' those th a t received three pieces of anti*£atholic lite ra tu re  who 

indicate th a t they are going to l e t  re lig ion  influencé th é ir  noting 

in te n tio n ^  ’ IBvidSniiy the inore a fundamentalist is  esposed to  anti** 

Catholic à ite ï^ tu rsi^ th e  inore th a t l i te ra te e : becomes* fo r them*. the 

»truth*«

Ire© the feregoing anaisroiSÿ: i t  would seen th a t anti*ÆathoîiO 

lite ra tu re  was- a very important facto r in  motivating the fundetáéntalisfe 

to  vote on the basis of religion« However* i t  would be quite plausible 

to  challenge the previous findings On the basis th a t strong party ' 
members  ̂ even thoufi they received' aati^Gatholie MterabUre, read it*  . ■ 

end disregarded i t*  '' i t  might be p a t  the weak party members were1 the , 

Only Ones -Who were affected by the smti¿£ath61ió lite ra tu re  and who ' 

.¡aiæeptsà It-SS $&#’̂ tru ífc#

'ic h is /l^ fd  wáŝ  ó o se i^e teá  in  order to  show the rel^tienship  of 

' the party Strength ó f fú n d á i^ te llls^ ' who received antl«^ath©lic

»i|ï ■!! in' -1; il .J— ■ l"i ' 11 Tf: T jii . . .

■ % tsho$4 be nótea th a t in  P S  questionnaire there, were: ño’ 
questions •relñtíñd to  P e  numOer of pieces p f  iite m ttire  received from 
any one éoufee* In any future study a question of th is so rt would be 
invaluable in  order to  see whether' the same - resu lts  1 would ’re su lt as 
those ip teined  in  oorpeiating sources of lite fa tu re  and voting • 
intention* :

77



tABfcS:3*tS ■■ •

&F PARTZ STRmóm OF ftmD£MBEiTALISÌS AND "REtaJLAR
m m  TBosè mo m & m  myUG&motité Ét!iTO5®BS and mmÈ mo Dm sm  m m s  an?ŝ A3solic mmAiNRE

Strong $£$$$&  t - 

Weak Democrat FoM^ 

Weak Democrat Pròtv ..

4 22

I  22 

27 ' 71 

4 ■ - 21

lite ra tu re  and thiosé ubo did not receive an ti^ a th tììic  Ml»rait«r©^ ' ' The 

resu lts  confirm the hypothesis th a t strong party members teind to  '. ' 

d i$ $ 6 ljp ^  .lite ra tu re  eh iie  weak party  memora have & ■

greater tendenty to  accept anl& ^atiw lie M ietiture*. Cfexly 22$ o f thè 

strong Democrats sta ted  th a t *hey had received a n ti^ a th ^ lic  lite ra tu re

reeoiysa

ifctìm ib is  aftalyils. i t  seeps th a t Ubile a n ti^ a th o lie  lite ra tu re  - 

might inflnene©: fó n d am i # t e t  who is- a. weak Democrat to

base h is vote on a candidatela religioni, Epti^atholiO  lite ra tu re  has 

l i t t l e  or nò ' eif&et/Oa thè fundamentaliai who ip a strong party  membé: 

The strong party member evidently is  so thoroughly committed to  h is 

party  ih à t, any M t e r a t « ^ ^ ^  attacks a candidate of h is p a r tii ; i©' 

e ith e r not s o è :d lt# e g a ^ ^  end the '



YY' -.*-*- .'-.y

PPÌ& ■ 3*ÌQA

m  M D  DID NOT RECEIVE PP¿>PM M Dá M D  WHETHERmämm- m m  rnmwcs m m  m m  m m m  m  mmmmMsrs
WHO M E  WEM. DEHOGMTS VmO REGEÍVS) M fö DID SOT

Strength of Party . Seligten S et

" m r  #  NO* 56

Ä Ä i e e i l '
^Wpagaada

2.

2

5

t

ìiCÒ lied propaganda

Bld hot : .
propageadá i . ' -  #

5 10

8 57

lafonaation in terpreted aa a personal attadk apon him self, tima 

beptífiá&gi la  éseerò% à

each hie ro te  fò r  hip party%  candidate in  order to  flanht hiè 

disregard fo r a strong oppitöitiöh* .ft is  véiy la a iik e iy t^  ah' 

Catholic H teratu ré  id e i o p e n e d  td he rédeived hy wèak ;

By looking a t Table 3*18* | t  can bé sèsia th a t there is  nò

party  meaner «he received a n ti^ a th o lic  litera tu re«  "Z!$: of the strong

lefcocretC. s ilte d  they had 

of the veak: Dái¿3o;fate sta ted  'they hâd r«>ëiVed the 'li'teratdfe« '



M 9B '

H E yiIX JN SH iP  S R 0 X B S fÄ S .^ '’W 6 ^ '- Ä ^ .B ^ i^ ''-
DEMOCRATS WHO RBBJ3IV® ABB D IP  BOT t& JB ïV É  M T X & A ÏW m
mW whether religicsj ä s # ■. io t jm g e  their Voting irnrnnm Èsfc
«REGOLAR M y t i l  i ê  A R E'Ä K  DEMOCRATS » Ä S i l ' Ä ' »  ÄÖJP 
RECEIVE ANTI-G AÏHOIIC PROPAGANDA AND WHETHER RELIGION O TLÖ  JNFUJESICS 
Í H E I R V # Í Í I s ,:  ■■ i“ -"" '

DM not re c a i#

1.

i

.■■ 07

\ ' . tó ' ' 87 ;

■ ' là  ;T abIo ';.^9Ä ';thö ;^  M ir ic e © # !#  tfeàt ©àtl*; .VV" ^

Gaihòli© © ff#M toonly  vàen .Ai. la ; # a d ['by' a  veaR ; '

party  ttenbetÿv :tà È ^ .|^ ;^ é È 0 ^  th a t only ÌG&Of Ah© ; atrong ''Dq^'fa;te

vho 4M. adt: «e?© pà ih©

iâthçâM  liM ^atuì1© vere going ì© Töte ób thè ba©!© o f : Tfaer© 

le  a maTRed e n t r a s i  bet«©©» th© s trong Osaocrats and # i© véale B##r©i© 

M/Afc© '<5©!ÿ ;

|»|§itM öii»f. AgaÍBfc ljy looking à t  fab le  .'3*T9% i t  ©an tie é e #  th a t ¿M of



the weak b a ^ r a tS  who did not receive'-. « n ti^ a th o iie  lite ra tu re  sta ted  

th a t th e ir  b© affected by thé reMgigus

a ff ilia tio n  of the p residen tial candidates fi of the weak Democrats

who rèeelve<|- ah tM ath ç lic  lite ra tu re  sta ted  th a t the relig ion  of thè 

candidates would influence th e ir to tin g  intention*,. Of the strong

heS»crat% anti^O a^oilc lite ra tu re  affected 1156 of them while $0 of
\

the weak Democrats vere positively  affected hy anti^Gatholic literature*,

■ fab le which compares the e ffec ts of à n ti^ a th ô lie  M terature

on thé voting iatenliSh- of strong and weak A g u ia r  P ro t^ tan 'te i^  • 

shows th a t an M ^ a^ o lic  lite ra tu re  had l i t t l e  appreciable e ffec t o® the 

strong Democrat and the weak Democrat* of the «safe Bémoorats vho . 

received lite ra tu re  and ÌM of those th a t did  not receive anti^Catholic 

lite ra tu re  sta ted  th a t relig ión  Would ixifluence th e ir voting intention* 

&& of the strong iten ^ ra ts iho did not receive ahtâ-Æatholié M teraturé 

S tated tM t relig iön  wimld influence th e ir voting intention* in ti*  ' 

fathoiie- M teraturei operates es .almcst a  n e ^ g ib ie :-fa c to r'in '.

In order to fu rther show the effects of ;a n t|^ a ^ ç iip  liM ratu re  , 

in  affecting  the voting intention of weak and Strong party negherà 

fahle 3*âD was constructed* In th is  table the strong 'D ecre té - and the 

Weak Demoorats whc have, and have net received a » tl* § a ik irt .

and who arè|. or are not going tc  vote on the basis o f r^ j^ o n .. are, 

e x tra s  ted In e ld er.'te  determine whether i t  iS: a n ti^ a th o iid  lite ra tu re  

th a t^ ^ ra te e  as a facto r in  influencing voting or whether i t  is  p a* #



RELMtG&SHEP BEIWESJ WHO ARE STRG0C DEMOCRATS WHO
R3&EIVSD MB DID NOT RECEIVE ANTÎ ATHOLiC RS!0#M/B}DA AS© WHETHER THE?
’ W O 0 SCIlEiiB/feVOTE MAiast.KOTED? ROR RELIGIOUS REASONS. ADD 
. FOHDAMHITALISTS WHO ARE WEAK ©BiOGRATS WSO MJSWS) AND DID NOT RECEIVE

Strength d iv iarty  Dtged to  Bid toot tfrge
S elf-Iden tification  Vote Against Vote Against .T o tal.,

No* ' 5$ NO# % 50* %

S t ^ g  Democrat

Received propaganda 1 EOi 4 SO; $ 100

i>id not receive propaganda Q 6 10 100 ; 10 100

W ^fD ea^^at '  7 ■

Received propaganda/.' • 9 43 ;■' 12  ̂5*1 - '' 21: ' 100

Did not receive propaganda ■ ' 1 '. 9.; r ■' ■ 10 91;".; f t .; ., 100

OatbOlic litarattu re  'iias a strong infiOeiicie Opthe weak Democrat fcuV 

almost nolinfiuenoe on the strong .Democrat*/. Boll» Tables 3»19A: andv <'■' 

tab le  th a t a n ti^ a th o lic  lite jraiu re is ' ■'





m  m m --.- :

°Qn th is  Reformation Siaiday* Ohlòrd g ire vis the wisdom ...
.. ■ when ve east our b a llo t to afosé party lines I f  need be»1*1

/
thè fSshltS: Of the i960 general- eleotión In Oregen% fourth • 

d is tr ic t  là/sàlOh..£^|ehe is  loeated appear a t f i r s t  @3(0800 to  be 

confusing. M an example* Maurîne Heubergeri a Democrat* sta in ed : a  

pltupality of 12*221 votas oyer her opponent gimo Smith in  the 

senato rial race* thus giving her 53*3$ of the to ta l popolar vote* 

Nixon, R éj^ìióan  óándiltete for president received 5*051 acre votes 

than hie opponent Mr* Kennedy# thus giving Nixon 51*3$ of the popular 

vote# Democratic dtìfcgressman Porter was defeated by Republican Edwin 

Darne* by 1*075 thus giving Mr* Durhó a. 2*^  edge of thé popular vote* ' 

She confusión becomes rampant when i t  is  found' th a t the Democraté h ^  

a Voter reg istra tio n  edge over thé Republicans in  the fourth d is tric t*  

There 'vére many 'fecfsbm. which càatii.büted to the confused voting' 

pattern  in  the fourth d is tric t}  Mr# Porter’e é t á l l  on Rad ©bina*

^Prayer delivered by Dr* isbb a t  ^ f '  lsseVibly of God Ghurch in  
Zigene* 1^0#** © etchst3©* |9é© "

% n m  •© m etal Vote in  ■ Bach State*. All congressional Districts*:* 
Congressional Quarterly Special Report# March 10* 1961* page 35*



■ éympáthy i&r nétíb&fger due lio the fac t th a t ber fiúsbaad Saaator

Jfttéfe Sfeiibét^0?  fiad $USt dlád and

Meóráing tb  censué infaraation as pí ¿ p iil i*. 1960* Oxégén had á 

pójpulatlpn of 1 ,768*687* As o í Jsmiary %  Í960| tfié s ie te  ©£ Oregóñ 

.fiad a  dátfibllb Í00M 'm 9M--&Í tfiá tb ta l pt&m!?

popatóll^lS-.

Oxegbn fias a réiatlv& ly small pereSntage o í Catfiólics in  l ié  -

#̂ Hfcéáfê  A ttii^atfiolie éentímont 

óaniíéstéd i ts e lf  ÉUbfi more vigorottaly in  lOpegón* hoUever* than in  , 

■éáetárfi s tá teé  |n  *Moh Oatholios cooprise byer §0$ b f a t o t a i  S 'tatéts 

j^pUlUti©»* ' fia. a á ta te  la  uhich datfiolic aémbers pred©©inaté it.wóuid 

sée© fee l tiureatoned since th e y a i$ it fe e í th a t

Cátfioiíábs migiht peas: íeg isia tlo n  which wbuid disbrlmáaate against 

ib is  type of specelatión id n©t yalid* Cathóliclsm 

ectifig es a maíbr p b litie a l facto r fiecomep evidént in  areas in  yhioh 

datfiolice áre decidediy tu  tfie minoj^ty sueh as the South^ i^dwest and. 

ru ra l arcas in  wfcicfi i& ó t^ tan tísa  predominaitós^ ■ M  éSplanaiiiCh o í ib is  

pfiéhcménbn 1$ glven by Seymcjue pps©i*r lip s e i finds th a t idtérevbr ffee 

so c ia l s truc turé; óo ©peratés as t© isb ia te  individuáis ©r gróups td» '. 

haya the same p o litlc a l c u tio s  trm individuáis or grcrtUK) u ith  

d l í f á r ^ i  iu tlúcíiáf '"$&&■ ̂ ÉCfi.úí fifcbyledg©: and súclálli^ fis 'v iifi''lfiú ; 'v

^ttPercéfita@0 o í Catfiólics ifi
" " " " i '

the 50 States and D*C»»H OCngresslonai



outgroup tends to  make the isolated, group in  to leran t and prone to back

-^bx^^;l̂ &;'isfe||N9i Jiie®aa: -0aae9il̂  found th a t a personas personality 

i s  ;strt® tured-by 'thedeimmu&iy Ho accepts the

dtp toms of the. Oisisw^t^' &■ h is own etatoms* coftia»d;t^  ̂ are

airrored  i n h i e  pun - conduct* I t  is  thought th a t i f  a ecmaianiiy is  

IPdNî îlbiiiê  ' ; i sol at ed fo r • .the. 'most' p a rt frim ep cia i

relatiOM hipa with Catholics* then the. c:pffittftnd.t7 Will stand as firm ly 

again st. a..fO fdtp1- iieoloicsr such a s . International^ Catholicism as i t  ; - 

'tî LSL ' jdUiittiilpend̂  ̂ ' I f  '

an individual in  the ooiaBunity attempts 'to  modify h is p o litic a l pr ■■"> 

M''i'®; in  e ffec t rsleo ting  the values of the eoaainiity 

and i s . lik e ly  te  be soo ially  ostiaoiSedw •■

Protestants, Of theGatholi© VOtefieVto ieU sM ih

his recen t book^^^ ^ B̂eMMSE^ ffa6fefit: hanSk ifO xM t^

Protestsmts;. ’Wars the most c r itic a l of other religious groups because of

■ 3
Doubleday and company* t 9̂ );*page 87*

G i% |

C h iistle  and *T«hn Garcia* ^SuioUltural V ariation in  
A uthoritarian Pedreonality^ The Journal of Abnormal r i v§ M lS : f':' 

' u fol* i 6ir ne* ¿(Gctpher* 19517* pages 46p ^ t i :

Berelscn* Paul I*. Lazarefeld and William; a* .J40Phee|;: - 
f e t in g (Chicago| Illin o is#  tH # ^ c ity  o f Chicago frees* i^ 5 )*  page 
t06i Berelson found th a t during the p o litic a l Campaign  ̂ a t  the Grass 
roots lev e l, p o litic a l discussion consisted more of the exchange of 
mutually agreeable remarks than of controversial ones 4 Evidently 
Social forces operate, in  a maimer th a t maM̂G suoh remarks is  taboo,,.



supposed religious and economic in to leran o eo f these groups* fcSnafcite 

S*$ianation fo r th is  phenomenon is  th a t h is to ric a lly  the United States 

has been a . f ^ t e s t a ^  since its*' culture has been

m aln^ melded h^ P r e ^ t in t s ,  i t  eapfe^sl#. i^ te § ta f it Viewpoints and 

values* Other relig ious groups when they come in to  the United States 

are assim ilated -into- the P rptestant cu lture and therefore tend when 

necessary to  Judge Protestants more favorably, than Other religious 

^rpups vhich< have diverse values*.1 2!raditiona£iy Protestants have been 

■the holders of power* As non^Protestants c®ae increasingly -into power , 

positions and th e ir committments to trad itio n a l American standards

i s  not* c e rta in ^ th e  npn*Protestahi i s  .feared*!

odi tfedl'

o h arao t^ istics  of, Jews and Catholics fo r O ri^  than

twice a s : . l ^ ^ ; # - ;sin^te. out,,£e«U: .for. critic ism  .sjge -̂.tibeaB

in vp p iitid ai, areas*: Ihe #ew constitu ted  0- th rea t e c o n ^ c a ily  #  the.

iM te  f^o testan li Ihe Gatholic i s  seldom c iltic ia e d  fo r so called
* * *.' 1 ■ .

Scosooic intolerance^ the Kpotsstant d o ^ , not perceive tp&o.

Catholic -as ?6wp^ipgo& economic tto e a f^ ..v

Iffiiskl ts  eo^tlanatlon contributes to  an overall understanding of

an ti^ a th o lid  Sentiment on tbe:,pert--Of Protestants« but fa ils  us in

.fiot^lsda^-and page:̂ - v ' \ ”"

...
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: . TABLE 4 * 4  - ■ ' ■ ■' ' .

Ÿ0T2HG BiTESmCEJ OP F0HBAM ®ÏALJSÎS ABD "REGOLAR" P R Ô ÏE S ÏM I3  
Í ; Ä  PÎ^ÏDSJOi ^  i i  î H I 'I f l i

President Voting

Ghurch Type and
= Hixoa, , Kennedy JifadeCldécli .o th e r—. ....Total

■ ■No* ' • * y f  •»©*•• : " ; Ä 55 No* 55

ïtmdamentaliat 
Democrat - .

V . . : î
m  61 18 27 5 7 f 4 67 100

«Regulfitr’’ I ^ t 0â t# it  
Demporat . 6 15 . Ä > 76 ■ 4 10 ; 0 , 0 54 100

Pmidamentalist ... 
Republican ' 81 95 0 •: ' o ; : ¿ V  f ' ■ 0 85 100

'^ítógular^' Protestant 
Republican ;y r -■ 4?> 87 4 5 9 . . , ;#v j#-:. 54 100

Sonata to tin g  Intention

Smith yReubersgr OndeCldedU
Ho* ..% -''- fc ;;; % Ho* ■;:â .vZW'

. ' ■ ' '• • , »• - ' ' ' - 
ilindamentalist 
Democrat . • .-..-.y ;/ 7 11 f ■,# ;’ :’i 70 12 .. 19 63 : 100

"Regular" Protestant 
Democrat 17 32 •' 78 ■ 2 ' ' 5 ■ 41 100

Fundamentalist • '
v ' 53 62'..

14...
., Í 4  " 16 19 ■ 22 86 : 100

"Regular" F ïb ^ ta n t  
j^Búblioaií 29 -M-': 17 32 - ■ 7 ' 13 53 too



70$ preferred the Democratic candidate* Only 11$ «ere crossing party 

lines to «oté fo r the Republican candidate# Among the Republican 

fundamentalists no one sta ted  they would cress party lines to  vote fo r 

the Democratic Catholic candidate a t  the p residential lev e l. However* 

again looking a t the senato rial race* only 62$ sta ted  th a t they would 

d efin ite ly  vote for the Republican candidate»; I t  seems <piite evident 

th a t a t the p residen tial level some facto r is  Operating to  d is to rt the 

normal voting pattern* assuming the norm is  fo r registered partisans to 

either' v o te . fo r the candidates. of their, choice or crosstover in 

comparable proportions in  voting fo r d iffe ren t offices* Indications 

are th a t th is facto r Is the relig ious a ff ilia tio n  of Hr* Kennedy*

At the Outset of the study i t  was hypothesized th a t among 

Fundamentalist church members who were Democrats there would be a 

larger percentage who would be undecided in  th e ir voting intention in  

the p residential race: than in  the senate 'race* the basis fo r th in  

hypothesis . is. rooted in  theM èa; th a t because there: would be a C onflict 

between relig ion  and party identification* the coná^ict would not be 

splyéd until very la te  m  the campaign* perhaps in  the em otion booth* 

I t  is  fo r th is reason th a t i t  was thought there would be a Very high 

percentage of Fundamentalis t  Democrats who Ueuld be undecided in  th e ir



voting preference fo r president** Looking a t Table 4»i i t  do® b® bben 

th a t th is hypothesis was not confirmed, only %  were undecided. This is  

üttoh Lower than the 19$ of the Fundamentalist Dsmeerats who were 

undecided in  the senato rial race«

■ i t  seama th a t at the presidential level the eigpeeted. cross* ■ ■ 

pressure between party id en tifica tio n  and relig ion  was- already resolved«; 

the Fundamentalist Democrat had been exposed to the ^Dangers Of the 

Catholic Conspiracy" as .early as April Of 196% Many Democratic 

respondents indicated they had %ade up th e ir mind* whom they would 

vote fo r before the Democratic national Convention should Senator

aenneay receive vue prwoiueuvxcu. uumjamvivu.

During the campaign period of the election the l^aaiaiaentalist 

had been exposed to  Hie ^dangers of a Catholic president* every Sunday 

from the pulpit* Moreover* Hie church member had had his mailbox 

f ille d  with anti*-Catholic trac ts and the daily  newspaper which he read 

was f ille d  with letters^tO *the*editor which were anti<*Catholic in  tone.;

1in the Campbell Study Of the 1952 election a  new theory of the; ■ 
time of voting intention .was evolved. The-1952 election caused 
co n flic t in  the minds o f Democratic voters who'-were- a ttracted  to  the 
Republican p residen tial candidate. These DemporatS made th e ir voting 
decision much la te r  than Republicans* seemingly because of personai 
co n flic t between p o litic a l values. This theory runs counter to an 
e a rlie r study. The People^  Choice by Lazarofeld* which a ttribu téd  
late, decisions to voter indifference* Angus Campbell* Gerald Garin and 
Warren E. M iller^ The 7otar Decides (Evanston, ; ■
Peterson Ge*i} .................



Ihe Fondanentaliats * friends shared the same viewpoint on Catholicism 

and because thè Catholic population of Sagene is  very small# he was hot 

able ot unwiiling to associate with Catholics which might have led to
4

some moderation o f h is anti-^Catholio views, -

' 4s- previously .explained in  the f i r s t  chapter «Survey Design*“ 

the ac tual voting ragtetfètÌQ a o f ,a-.large percentage of thè 'respondents ., 

was cheeked a t the County Court Bouse«. A question was asked of a l l  the 

respondents as to  which p o litic a l party th ey id eh tified  themselves«- A 

percentage of the- Catholic respondents se if^ iden tified  with thè other 

p o litic a l party than the party they were registered  to  a t- th è 'County 

Court Bouse* fwc* e:jq>lanations can he given ,for th is*  fhe f i r s t  is  th a t

93

^Jh the voting study done by Berelson* IazaJ^feidi and. MoPhee i t  • 
was found that the voter th a t had friends; who were both Republicans and 
Bèngicratè were less sure of how they were going to vote than the voter 
whose friends belonged to ’ the same party he d id , Slsus, i t  seems th a t _
“a sense of security  about One% judgement seems to be a fipictioh of the 
congeniality of the personal environment,,* they also found th a t only 
about one in  fiveRepublicans hadaRemocfat among his .immediate , 
associates and only about two in  five D eaerate have a Republican friend , 
Bernard R* Berelson* Paul P, Rasarsfeld and William B, Mcphee* Voting
(Chicago* Illin o is« ..Bniversity of Chicago Pressi, 1955)* pages 94^9$»;.
I t  is  f e l t  th a t religions associations and p o litic a l associations uffecV  
the individual in  the same way, i ,e« ,  social in teraction  tends to -.A; 
produce moderation of views* fh the 195*4 Michigan Study* Campbell ;atìct;'- 
Cooper f i r s t  hypothesized th a t among those people who are Subject to  • ; 
p o litic a l Influence from more; than one group* th a t i f  group influenced. . 
are congruent* those people holding overlapping positions w ill be more ' : 
partisan in  th e ir votes and a ttitu d es than pèòplè vdio belong to  only 
One of these relevant groups.* They found th a t th e ir data In general 
Confirmed 4*8t!S ®^pbe21 and Bcaner C,. Cob^r*

- Group Differences in  "A ttitudes: and Botjas (Ann' Arbor, Mifehigaht Survey 
^ e a r o h 'C # i t ^ ; : ^ ^ td ^ 'f b ^ ^ l d l .  Bèéearoh* University of Michigan* 
193è)*APàgè ’



the voter net takes the tiste te change
before elec tip s  day,* The second explanation Is th a t the voter so 

iden tified  the; ^  whom he vas registered with a group, which

would harm him th a t he completely abandoned h is party* I f  the :fi|u 't ■ 

explanation ip disregarded on the basis th a t the voter by not changing

his actual party feg istra tio n  in the face of a  Pbóxig^ -politicí^. . " . 

philosophy di^Shfraitöi^se himself front v o tin g i»  'the' primary election 

Of :his chosen party*; then m  are lo f t  with the second explanation*; '

By .looking a t Table 4*2 i t  cap be seen th a t 10$ of the registered 

|^puhl|d^;^a^O liC S'' s e lf  ̂ identified  as Bénocrats and15$ of the 

registered fundamentalist Democrats iden tified  themselves as Republicans. 

These two groups may have so embroiled themselves with thè issue of 

relig io»  in  th e  election that: they would n ib  .even acknowledge they .

belonged to 'the party tha t they f e l t  vould cause themherm i f  the party 

was victorious a t the presidential level* fEfcth- th eae^ t# ' groups*: ..crese«. 

pressure is  in  some cases a myth since, they have to ta lly  Oòrnmitt^d . . 

themselves té  the 'Opposing' party and thés completely 'fésélveâ. eUe» ; 

p e p » í t i ^

- The issue of Catholicism permeated most sec'tors. Of th e  yunda* . 

Q entalist church members life*  His id en tifica tio n  with a p o litic a l ' - 

party*.' as 'with most voterei, became relevant to  ' b is p o litic a l behavior ' 

only a t-e lec tio n ''tin e  end the issue of Catholicism completely over# ' 

shidewed p a rty 'id ^ h ^ flo a tii^ #  'I f  commitment to  a p o litic a l party had 

been, a commitment to  an idécicgy 1&C Fundamentalist might have f e l t  an '



w m  4*2

IDmiFIED CATHOLIC DH-10CRATS 
. . . BE0^T|^If€Sf

AND SELF

/ Démód'rat..w^qdc^p
n^ '[xW:-r. So*: 'V'v%  .So§ ,;' $

Ctbér Total

- v  l. '

Catholio 
Pemócrat .

22 24- ’ "i- ' 1 ' 91 99

22 25 Ó |  t  99

Howete** since the p é litié a l 

parties ih  th® Dnited States are- not ideoXoglcai pai*tdes in  tlie 

áneopean sensé* t¡b$s probíem did not a rise  %dth the Slosd^m^itálists^

As ootetetei te th  the fündaa^taM st péffitetete* the SatiiGÍÍÓj 

Republican group bad á higb pereeotage of persona «ho te re  tedteidéd as 

to  hóv tesóte?®- ■ Ttebty^three parceát o f the respóndante

(eee Tabla 4*1 A) sta ted  thejr adra imdeoided as to  how they wat1© going te  

te te*  The ■ Gathollc RepublieáM te te  prtenroabiy óitea^pí'esstxréd' betteén

te  tete*;. pétete^ óf the Gathelió R o jte lica te ira te  cftesíhg

parlar linee te  te te  tpr- Kennedy ai4v 54^ - t e t e  tettedinS  te  te te ' ^0I> Hiten*
: • '■ t----- - ' ■■’• ; -'„w. .t -': .

1Sóte1̂ 1 , te  ote*tedic^ión with BQr teéo ry are  the findings o í 
■'. CtePteJi» ^Qtû cí, in.Tbe Tóter to ld e s»  ThM» found th a t 9C$ .
' o f the B eo^tete ;'¿é^er ttuqti|¡ht ó t th teseiteó  te  tepabliéans te d  ie  255$. ©f 
,.the :S #d . te a t a i .flo te  they teóagbi of i&eOtelvte' te  ;■.. •.
Demócrata. Angua Campbell, GeraH Gurin and Warren S. M iller, The 
%>ter ;3^ldeSv ■ lESáitedísáte-i/'.. and Company  ̂1954) »



. ¡ M W  4*1A
V0TJNQ ITrMTION OF CAIHOLIQ DSiOCRATS .JH&
G&mim repoblkms for m e i i i i i

■ Ceiiholie1 pamoorat -‘ 

Ga^dMb R ep^licah .

imoxŝ  ihd JD^&boxatlo Catholics only 1$ were dressing party lin e s  and - 

Stated th a t they intended to vote fo r . th is  is  i^ srstan d ab ie  ' 

■ because sUch a %>ting intention would be ooatrary to both th e ir party

l i t  was found in  the E l^ i^  stwely conducted by R0jfo.1sod th a t the 
Catholics voted Republican less than h a lf as much as the Pirates tant#> 
Berelson controlled on income because: I t , 'i s .• generally accepted. th a t 
Catholics hays a 'l^ ie r. (averags ) incom© |^^:.;11i^:,^tes-t£GSte^ and , . 
th is  might be the intervening variable, effooting voting* Controlling 
on income a t a l l  levels:*, Berelson s t i l l  ;.ibp^Sh each' eocio-econonic 
level th a t about h a lf SS x&any Catholics vote RepubHcan as Protestants« 

' Berelson thus maintains th a t there in  a strong "religious vsten in  , 
th is  country* Bernard R* Bejfelflon» Raul • JP»... lazarsfeM  and! flllllam, Kj.J’ , 
RfePhea* (Chicago* U lin o ls i U niversity o f Chicago ?irass*i9$5l*
..pages wi!*wi

;'In M  a r tic le  by Elmo Roper in  the Saturday Revtetf he sta ted  th a t 
as ofSaptember 1^50^ 6$^ of the Catholics ^ o  were liR elF t s " 
intended to  vote fo r  Kennedy* 1$$ intended to  vote fo r Sere
undecided or wouldnot give "their preference* ■ 60$ of the l ^ t e s  ten ts 
planned W v o tefo rM i^ n » 1 0 ^  fo r Kennedy andil^weretM adeeM  •. 
undisclosed», Catholic independents were planning to  vote fo r Kennedy 
in  the ra tio  of 25$ o f the Protestant democrats were planning ' 
to  .R&an w hileonly i$ of the Catholic Gaimecrats were planning
to  vote w how erepla^ fo r Nisxm
L"......... " ......  ..  ‘™  ‘ j: ‘ ‘ ■' Se­vere asked th e ir * ^ p n # :*; 29$ of them sa id  i t  was v .. 
relig ious a ffilia tio n *  Elmo Roper» ’’The Catholic Vote* k Second Look»"



The propaganda which was disseminated to the ï^mdamôntalists on 

the "dangers ©f Géthelicias>n stationed only the danger of having a 

Catholic fo r pr^3ld^h% ' There vas no mention made of the danger of 

having a Catholic fo r sh e riff o r as a member of the latere legislature* 

. However,,. the. C atholic! issue affected other candidates running fo r • 

other offices* As .an example* ,ib : &tgene. mete: wad ,a non-partisan 

C ircu it judge race in  which a 6ath<4ié candidate and a non-Gatholic 

Candidate were contending* looking a t Table 4-3 11 oanbe seen that 

i f  thë garé not aware th a t heavy was a Catholic* $1%

of them 

intended to vote 

were e

was .

to vote forLesvy* 37* were

fo r Spencer, the f*retestaht .candidate,*; Since both .

' 'for/sKiè. position And the race 

there was l i t t l e  to  d iffe ren tia te  the bvO candidates* 

.’The fac t th a t voters afÇ; generally apathetic towards sUch a contest 

(maty times the' Voter w ill not evén eoapiete- his b a llo t fin  th e lo c a l '■ 

races) is  'prc&Cbjy 'th e  reason 37$£ o f th e  Fündaaenta ils  i  voters were 

undecided ih.'thèijp- Voting preference* ' Again locking a t Table 4-3 and 

the voting preference of ^  were aware of the

relig ious 'a i^ iie jtio h  Of .heavy* i t  i e  found th a t oniy W> 
th e ir preference fo r Leavy, $8  ̂ indicate th e ir voting preference fo r 

the Protestant candidatei %encor* and th e  percentage ;Cf . those, who

were as to how were going to  vote is  bût



98

iráíftí TBAi;

<

Â $  . âS0 I
rv * o -  a /» A(

ÏABLE 4*3 

J.flïHÔI,lCS VOï BÎÔ I
àjììiy rétiAeiá u

BÏËHtïC® WHO
WA fifi. W/VP

/

IUHUW Ii&M
" V M W , m .  IS  ' .4 -O A IÄ 0 ;

-• . .. -'Leaw., . •:'.. :SBedBèfr"..

nu i ß j  ihxjx

J ^ t è à î â M ^ •.••:., ..Total.
V?: ■ ' :M * 1 f e  i

ivnvw; iiSavy baronia 

Ptín l̂

C a th o lic s  -.

iC.- . .

9

64
r

: Ì 9 . ; V  58 ’

< . - . • ,
. - ■■■•-.•. ;. ■■■■■-.

5 i |  '.

.. 3 , ' , V ; 4 ; :

' 33 100 

71 100

c a th o d e  •■"•■.

1 % ^ 'a É a n tè iié tl ' : 4 - '  

■■••' ; -2 á '.-

m , : . 28 . ' :-: ' # - : 41 - 3 T - - •' i iö  :.'■. 'V99 

sé too

jpöligiö.ri*,- ' íb© new bas a b ^ iè  t^oà t&ich tó  voté H^ìòh

hé did not p ra^éusîy  Jteyé.*, ' î^ ih a r  yptdiig on liie basi© -él'-a  é;anâiàaté*s 

..réligÎéh- lé  f ■ ra tio n a l basis ■ fo r easting a trote is , not releyant^- She 

relevant. ra tional dar ir ra tio n a ìi is  ttm t he now b a s a

bénis ^)cn/»bd.óh %©'■- ;nsei|ĉ ; ■■* •

to his advantage with thé Oatiiolio '
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voters*^ ¿gain by looking a t Table 4*3' i t  ban be seen th a t of the 

Catholics who dill not know th a t heavy vas a Catholic, 50# indicated a 

voting preference for heavy and 39# were undecided# Ninety percent of 

the Catholics who were aware of heavy's Catholicism indicated th a t 

they' intended to  vote fo r him which is  a wide contrast with the "don’t  

know" C atholics, of which only £3$ expressed a Voting intention fo r 

heavy* ¿gain, lik e  the Itmdamentalis t s , the Catholics who ware aware 

o f heavy's church a ff ilia tio n  whó indisated th a t they were undecided 

constituted a very small percentage^» ¿S  with the Pundamentalists who 

fin a lly  had a c rite rio n  upon which to make a judgment between the two 

candidates, the Catholic aware of the religions difference between the 

candidates, had the same c r ite r ia , re lig io n

' 1In ¿personal interview id th  ludge lieavy, he stated  th a t he was/-a. 
graduate of Notra Came, was ac tiv e 'in  theG atbolie Ghurchbelng 
chairman of the lane Comity Catholic Charity Incorporated* Be also 
sta ted  that he belonged to  the Bnights of Columbus although he had not 
attended one of th e ir  meetings in  over a  year*.. heavy a ttribu ted  his. 
Success in  the. eampaiga to  the fa c t tha% he used telev ision  more than 
gpenoefdi^ He believed th is  enabled the
people in  his own ChUrch to recognise him and possibly mobilize any . 
po ten tia l Gaiholie ^ te i-Z '^ te rtie w  with Judge heavy,' NovthbeT 15, I960* 
iimo/Boper i s M s - a h e ^
stronger evidence pf prprCatholic voting on the p a rt o f Catholics than 
of .’pro*^^ on cf f t^ t^ ta n te #  ur* Roper
believes the pro^Gatholic vote is  supplemented by a certain  amount of 
pro-Gatholio voting on the part of Protestants who are incensed by anti*  
Catholic remarks .by. th e ir fellow church. members * Elmo Bopery; "ihe /

hook." The Saturday Review* XUI1 no* ¿6 ’ 
(November 5, 19!$)* page 53* I t  is  possible for: th is reason, th a t

I



i : I t  has beénagreed lay the leaders of both p o litic a l parties tha t 

one mis take which Richard Nixon made in  his campaign s trategy and 

which very lik e ly  accounted fo r his IbSs of the election was in 

debating John Kennedy*. Nixon was weli known and did not need the 

publicity  while John Kézme^ was less well known* A television  debate 

with Ninon presumably made Kennedy b e tte r known to  many e lig ib le  

votersjjv. In addition the consensus o f opinion among leaders of both 

parties was th a t Kennedy made a b e tte r appearance on television than 

did Ninon* .̂ .■ *

It teas hypothesiBed th a t Fcwdamen ta ils  t voters would not recognise 

the fa c t th a t Kennedy had made the more effective television  appearance. 

By looking a t fab le 4*4 i t  can be seen that the hypothesis was 

confirmed. In th is table» howëver, i t  seems th a t the Ibndamentalist 

Democrat WOO. being somewhat crosa^pressured* As an exemple, 4$$of the 

Rmdamentalist Rejràbiioons stated  th a t they believed that'Nikon made the 

b e tte r presentation on te lev ision . The percentage difference is  almost 

neglig ible between the Fundamentalist Republican and the ÎTûte stan t 

Rspil̂  as 40$ of the «regular Protestants« thought t h a t . ..

Nixon made the best i^ le tls io n  presentation, ■ The percentage fa ils  to

U ght on 60 Election,« |U News: and World Resort* >■ 
y  I960), pages 78*82, : '

^Ih the analysis of Table 4*4., «Regular Protestants« are treated  
as the Control group, Thin could be somewhat misleading inasmuch as 
'ÎM Of th is  group sta ted  th a t the relig ious a ffilia tio n  of the ■ 
p residen tia l candiaaie would influence th e ir  voting behavior (see 
Table '£wî



CAlHOIjGS AND FÔNDMffiTALISÎS OP BOTH PARTIES 
WHO VIEWED SHE T*V* DEBASES MD Ï'HEIR 

CHOICE AS TO MQM MADE SHE 
BEST PRESEHTAfiOU

Bytially
... Hi3conr , Kennedy . BffèOtiVe Total 
No* $ No* $> No*' . % Nò«:

IARDE ^4

Catholic Republîoaâ 10 ^  26 54 481 100

Fundamentalist Rept&licah 30 43 4; ; ,1 36 51 70 100

O^thOlie D è m o é i t a t 1 fv - 56 70 23 29 SO . 100

iDeiopôÿâ  11 21 20 , M'y 22 ; 42 53 101

Protestant Republican - 17 40 3 . 7 23 53 .. 43 • . 100

Pro tas tan t Democrat . 2 '\ v-5 ••' • 24 63 12 ■ 31; 38 : 93

b e tte r presentation* No» by looking a t the parentage oP Eltridároantalíet 

Democrats «hp "s^ted  th a t Kennedymade the best, pasenlatlO h ve find a

there would hot have been the iäg h  percentage of t

•Deatócraló’ who beileVéd ^^bèàt'to iO visiO n

presentation sin<?e: th is  would be an admittance of an important 

a ttrib u te  to the Catholic candidate«



ïhâg ig not to  say th a t thè anti^Rsnnedy indoctrination did not have ' 

an effect^  Comparing thè **Regúlar Protestant** Democrat Who believed th a t 

wtyftn nado thé bestappearance wé find  th a t ' there la  only 5# in  th is 

groups as contrasted to the 21# of the Fundamentails t  Democrats * Alad 

among tbè ^ g a la r  Protestant** D eaerata i t  is  found the %% believed', .. 

th a t Kennedy mole thé best presentation in  contrast to  only $B$> of the 

Fundamentalist pernocté*:. However* one might assume «»at i f  the 

indoctrihatien of the fundamentalist Demócrata had been OempieteSy 

successful th a t i t  would have been very lib é ly  th a t the VRipially 

Effeetdfe^ category or the **&ixoh stade the; best présentation** category 

vOuid have absorbed 'the 38$; figuré- given to  Kennedy*

I t  is  in teresting  to  note «»at among Catholic Republicans .their 

religious a ff ilia tio n  apparently influenced: .their assessment as to who 

made the best television présentation*; ; Only 21# sta ted  that Ri»oû made 

the best u p p sssa ^  Of -the. 'A g u ia r Pré tes tant*’

R ep^licans suadiS# o f the fundamentalist Republicans^ ■ A much higher ; 

porcentage of the C atholic. RépMbliqáns than e ith er the Republican. «Regular 

F ru tp iah tS ^ dr the Republican f\mdameatalists sta ted  th a t Kenney 

made the.bettof. ipresehtei^on*:;.

. ¿ft-wns';^P#t^efped- th a t there would be a lower percentage of 

flh idsm ^ Ifc# stated , th a t Kennedy made; tho best television  

presentation would stnte; n .voting preference for .'Kennedy '.#$£■■■$£
^Regular ■Prot^tan%^'-eb0‘ Stated: th a t Kennedy made the best television





ß fip o ü to ' m m is T m tS f ga^ oligs m d w

. f e lg t e . . Nixon.. — JMeom&k Othér „, iò ta !
No*,' , % Noi # . No*; $ ' "so^ ......■ ^ •■ ;! $

Ì0 5Q , 5 ' .3' ,: .,-15... . 2 io  '. 2Ö tO0

OathOlic ■ :53V. $5 0 Ô :. : $■ ■ . - f . . 0 -, - 0 ... • ; .  100

; ï ^ i ^ t â a i  , 2Í ¿8 . ä . $ , 4 . 0 0 M  Í00

asá b y th e  styl© of the debater* 0f secondary imjtojftanee :ÍB-, ' 
th a t -áaá. ' .'■théi ' debates, Oì’òas^prèaaóra w«w: hajn¿ ©¿©rted

0émooi%Ís ' ía  th is area the. ah ti^ a th o lió  

indoctrination had not bean completely .ôtü^esâfüï^.

Of p r is s y ; in te re s t fá  «ìàotion ‘afoálysiá ̂ is: äidOm^tiön concealing

demographies o lassèâ* ' f t  vai hypothesized th a t the Fundameniaíiats * 

■péitíéptidn of thè éathóìió voter was ' th a t of voting Öemocrätici and th a t 

the Catholic peré#vêd th# Protestants voting îteïjft&iiosi6*j îhé ' 

hy^ thesis was foináxlated bedàiasé both ' groupa had bean heav ily :' • 

propagandized both 'fbfÉaìIy and inform ally as to the voting intention 

of the Other groups i t  is  also thought th a t i f  the fundamentalists 

peroèived a l l  or most. fèàtb^O è .«a 'Voting fOr; tho Pfàfàt# '

th is ;&ÓÍr own voting in tention in  order to  counter* in

ihè3i#:é y ô é |^  ’povor* ih e  converse applies to thè



Catholic voter* l*e;*, i f  he thinks th a t a&L.pjEe$eei^%.a^vgejUa^ to 

vote Republican th is w ill so lid ify  his. own voting ■ intautdon in the 

eppbGiie d irection  in  eider to co u n ter Protestant bigotry* .

.. In  the 1952 stca^  conducted by Garapbelli questions were asked of 

. respondents as to t how they perceived the voting preferences of inejabers 

Of th e ir  own gfeupsp i of the d iffe ren t ..groups* ; the following data

■were^bbtained^' • '. .,. :_
’'Ms0¥'.'' Hot

' . . . j Scer t ai ned ;

ntpbers . -22#/ . •' ($ - ' • 3$$ : ■' 32# j-\2$ ■

non*nmb®v& 1555- • ■ %  "■ ■ • -2j#- ' .■ $3#'- ' ■i/ ;./;1&. .

Of course ih  1952 there was no religious issue involved in  the election 

to  sen sitise  ihe, VCtOf®. to  the Voting preference of d iffe ren t 

relig ions gronpe.v' ' Over one-half o f the npn»Catholie sieithers sta ted  • 

th a t they did nOt khOw how th a t Gathoiios niight vote* A ether Biepubiioan 

or J^ocratfo*. Since th a t the ■spealiefcvae SKph^ipre- relevant to  .the 

Catholic* the CdenH 'know*; category dropped to one»third« . RoweVor| 

Gatholica who sta ted  th a t th e ir group would vote e ith e r Republican or 

Pemoenatib is  le ss  than cue-third* since the to ta l of the preference 

fo r perceived fieaoeratic voting and perceived Jtepublioan Voting Is but

./¡U

Gaiifheil» Geraid Gurin and Harreh %  Miller*f
Evans ton, n iin o is  t RowaPeterson Go-g* page 214*



' p t ih© 1960 election thé religious a ff ilia tio n  of Kennedy »as an 

important variable which affected the voter© o f almost a i l  relig ions 

gFaapB in  some way*... The electorate was sensitized  to the religious

issue*. In the Bugene study both Protestants and Catholics had a' .\ '■ '
preconceived notion of bow the other group Was going to voté* hooking 

a t tab le 4*4$ i t  can be seen th a t only %  o f  the SUikiattentaiists and 

1i$S of the Catholios and "Begulair P rotestants* sta ted  th a t they did 

not know how these d iffe ren t r e li io n s  classes or categories were 

• going to voté» ' th e . çoi&parison between these percentages and those of 

the 'respondents: in  G aB ^ellis 1902 study is  striking* i t  seem© • 

doubtful th a t th e e ie c to ra te  had baen educated between 1952 and i960 to  

the fac t th a t Catholics tend'tO  vete: BemooratiO and Protestants tend to 

vote Hepublioan* Both Protestants and Catholics thought th a t the other 

group had developed some so lid arity  within its*  group* i t  Is  thought 

th a t the ■ jtereeptioh o f the "other** group as having so lid arity  would 

. tend-- to  group with regard ■

in idb ie  i t  is  in té rté tin é ' to  note th a t -6@$ o f ■ tb©- ïip ia*  

mon^aiiets pë^eî^edr^the Catholic voter as votiUgB©^^ While but 

26$ of thé Catholic voters though tthat Catholics were going to  vote 

Bemocratiç* Now by looking a t the table again i t  i s  fou^.thst;-436-'Of 

the Gatholio voters perceived Protestants as S p littin g  th e ir  vote 

between the two parties as compared to  but 19  ̂ of the î\aidamentalists 

who sta ted  th a t Protestants would- S p lit th e ir Vote between the two 

parties*  fttw these percentage® i t  would seea th a t the fundamentalist
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group tibien i t  would seem th a t the FOManehtailsts show th e highest 

degree c f  Ú £^i?ám tí<to i Again looking a t Table ¿»6 i t  can be seoa 

th a t with regard to  the perception of the 'P ro testan t vote* there are- 

but two perpiahtàge^ p e in td iiW re itè ^  perception of ’’Regular

fro tes tan ta” and Catholics« '

As in  most to tin g  stud ies, what was found fo r the most part was 

thé obvious*' the voter' who belong to  oneparty  (disregarding 

a l l  other variables) w ill tend to  vote fo r thm pártyí'a. candidates 

More so. than the Opposing partyls candidates» ßowever* there were ' 

hypotheses which were seaoiagiy disproved^ as an example* that--of the • 

erOMs^preSstnped 'vOte%- ■

W e basis of the whole thesis is- tbeh W ere is  a  d iffe ren t voting

as Opposed to  "Regular Proteatantsw
>, ’ • r ' ■ «

. $$$■ as there is  a  d iffe ren t -voting pattern -è^reiasd' by • ¡Catholics as 

opposed to e ith e r Fundamentalists or “Regular Protestants* ” " \^ -.

thé qnéâtiph:pese<l 'a t the beginning of the chapter, w asvhydtd 

the Democrats -lOsO: the election in ; Oregon despite ' a 50 >000 edg© in  ; 

voting strength? Part of the 'answer has been made Ob^jñ^ii/hOwe^W'- ’ 

p a rt o f  'tjhe^ébspÇf should' be fu rth e r;ö ia i^ |^ %  /̂

I t  wpa 'found ' in  a pçst*eleetior analysis by pr* Eugene Xdndstrom, 

a mal&eaatiçian for ÍM , th a t the higher the Oatholic percentage in  -



each ¡state 's population, the greater the Democratic gain euer 1956* 

ffcé following aï© O rr lin ^ trm ^ s

Catholic # Of Changé in  Democratic

9$ or l<

s m m  . -«P

40$ or more ■ ^ /Ì6 * $ i'

- ' : | | ! has to  be reimenherèd th a t Oregon had but % M  of its?  population, 

Catholic. fhus Oregon can bo considered one of thè sta tes in  which - 

the -|?a1^^^;#ôp^ |àon ' vas so small, tha t i t  had l i t t l e  e ffec t Oh

voting. t£  Oregon had been a s ta te  in  which l£ $  or mòre of the

population was Catholic than undoubtedly the s ta te  would have supported 

John F*. Kennedy thé DemÇorat rather than Richard Rixen the Republican.

? an 

to

study in  the South on religious voting
4 .

f^ tchqu ilt pattern  Of voting*

Stokes^ Campbell, M iller and

the

■. ^»More b i t t  en 60 t ì ^ t Ì o n |”' Raws and World Report*. . 
(peoaitiber i :%' pages

;p Converse Angus Gampbell,Warrôh Eí M iller and Oösald. %  
p «S tab ility  and Changa- :in  ■t96Öf A Reinstating E lection,*

_ - - - - -  - - -  - ‘líiedt* ‘ÄSf’-'iiib̂  ;ä-É ^ É à ^ . .$$$&&& ßsämm ■iIrA'jMSi



was found th a t in  the South th a t "strong" Pemocrats in  thelar sample 

cads l i t t l e .  contribution to the. i 960 Democratic. turnout* The inorease . 

In turnout came from. "Weak" Democrats who turned out in  such. great 

Busbars over th e ir partie ipation  in  the 1952 and 1956 election th a t ..

' th e ir turnout surpassed the "strong" Democratic tiuhaout* The analysis 

is  th a t .anti#OathoM6 feeling  overcame p a rty lo y a lty  and the: teotlTmtion 

to  vote vaS/basedon ah anti-Catholio fe e lin g ra th e r than on party 

principles* ' Although not substantiated th is ' also could have oootiirred 

in  Oregon* The ilm ^ o n l^  fo r the most p art not being highly 

educated andhaying a lower income has in  the past abstained from ' 

voting e ith er because he was apathetic about issues or he could not ' 

Unders tand them«; However* the religious' .issue "was' something th a t he 

COUld Understand sad his m inister and his friends very easily  Converted 

th ie-in to , a black and uhite issue with Which he could make a decision 

to  vote* •^ .■ resu li was' an ekodus from the Democratic Party of the '

members with; w e# Coemdtments •; .32»». ■

based- hot ;o© .po litica l but to  a g x ^ t eartent en the:



.■ %  Qmvtetm-

Réligious freedom fo r aìl*-i* *ewéiy i i^ iH d t^  has righ ts to  
•his ova conviction** *.* Ótír responsib ility  i r  to  step  over 
p o litic a i linesaaid never l é t  a- Catholic be béai' of th is ' ' 1 
country^ ■ '

fcéâè'by-bétbP^ writers*. by lib e ra i fb^tesiañt nániSters

and by';^0iitiòaif candidates th a t basing the voting deOialOhOn à • 

Oàh#datèts; re li^ o iis  a ff ilia tio n  an irra tio n a l' act# i t  w aesaid 

that- vo ting S h e ^  bb based upon a candidate % o ss ific a tio n s*  l*e¿* 

apon ä . :-ls|iaua' '- ■_■
tâÀ̂fecrwNc* éì&r'.Av* Tbo nfiot ísr : thfi /»omnoírt«» , 4Vai0ö 'öflitto fM*4r4/siS' hûTrofi •♦.¿fi ■

tuidèrs tand that to a  member o f  a  çhurcb sec t  tdiiob bad incorporated - 

in to  i t s * dogma the fear :© f;6ath^^is% -^^f^^on , the basis, of
, . . .  . . .,: .. ■-, . ' ,•• ■•'■■ ; ■ ' f' ': .

re lig ion  ■'í> ;;- ■ -'¿v. : - ■ _.-

• -' ieonard W.r DOObhaa said  th a t to c a ll bObayior ir^onaistent a t ¡any
i ; • . • • i : •;

g | y e h ^ N e n i p e r i o d o f  ti!m e.ÎS -'^  •

«#>■
■' ta b ^  ò t:;Bf3^testajì®'and-Other the

Sspaibtloh of Chnfchand State« fe lig iO -p o lit^ á i ra lly ! address by ■.
S* h«-; '̂0Ú.é¡î  :l|rB it: Assembly of God Churchy Eugene* Oregon* September '

'rl-u.
■ .. :•



Apparently inconsistant notions may be consistent with a broader 

princip le or se t of a ttitu d es within the individual* Doob then 

concludes that whereby socially  or in  the eyes of the multitude the 

individual is  irra tio n a l or inconsistent* psychologically he may be 

consistent*1 A llport h assta ted  th a t the p o litic a l nature of man is  

indistinguishable from his personality as a whole* BA mante p o litic a l 

opinions re fle c t the characteristic  modes. o f h is adjustment to life*;<tt 

I f  we then accept the log ical thesis of A llport i t  may be said  that 

p o litis a i participation* a t any level is  a reflec tion  of a person’s 

personality ás molded by his environment* Even the ac t of non» 

partic ipation  is  in  e ffec t an ind icator of personality* the person 

perhaps feels alienated from the p o litic a l system and thus sees nC 

reason to  participate* I t  is  also possible he has an in te re s t in  the 

p o litic a l system bbt his information is  restric ted  (th is could be a 

m atter of Valúes*: 1*6-«» buying ITUe. Romance rather than the Reporter) 

and thus knowing of no difference between candidates does not deem i t  

necessary to vote*

A number of studies have been conducted in  order to determine the 

factors which contribute to  prejudice* Some sociologists have theorized

, 1 Leonard M* Eoob*. public Opinion andi Pronagaa^a (New Ío ík i Henry 
Kelt 4<aapsiyi page''6$$. '

" Q̂OePdon N*̂  A llportviflke Compositio n  of P o litica l A ttitudes#" 
American tournai Of Sociology*. WBtp. by Robert B*- Lane*
Life (Glencoe* 111.*# th e  Wre&. Press#, 1959)*, page 97^,



th a t the higher the edm átional level of the group, the louer the 

prejudice«, A study whs done $9 South Africa' to  détermine whether

eauoa-̂ ea pçopxs wer© por© voxeran  ̂ wan ubb xqss eaucawa* xa© resuxx©
1 " • '• • • ' ' * ', .

ôêâé to show1 th a t thöse with University train ing  were éuch more to leran t
t-than those'w ith hut an 'However* \in another

study conducted by thè ììational Opinion BeSearch Center of over 2500 ■ 

white respondents in  the United States correlating  th é ìe v o lo f  ' 

éducation w ithpreJiM ieei the conclusion drawn from thé study was th a t 

general education does not diminish prejudice*?

' in  the present study i t  was hypothesized th a t the higher the 

educational level of the respondente* thè lower m uid he the level of 

religions' prejudice*: . By loohinf a t Table 5*1 i t  can be seen th a t ■ '4 

there is  no correlation  between education ani voting On the basis of 

relig ion  |rS lig ieus prejudice) among either, the "ifeguiar*

Or the ihMamentailsts*. in  every educe tional Category* however*? i t  can

he seen th a t the type; of effects whether thè

among "ItegulaH Protestants who have had a tenth grade education or ; 

less*. Cn3y '^ e te ié â  th a t re ll^ o n  vould infiuéncè th e ir  Voting* _ Among

: %ordeh f e  AílpQrt ¿- Thé Uatúre of feraJMice:, abrldgëdeà;, (Garden 
City* New ïo*k* ■ AO5* ;

: ':%àbettft-'è^^laòò^'^oèà. gducatiön -diminish- P ré ju d ic e T h ,e;.’ . 
áStuÉiiÉ&:é£ S ocial1 is  sués » Volv %  no, 3 (Aujgüst I9i5)» pagest l1 ^ 3 ,
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: ■ • ! ■■ TABLE 5*1 ■

EBGGATIOrOF »REGULÄR« PROTESTANTS AliD fUNDAMSÌTALISÌS AND 
WHETHER THE RELIGIOUS AFPILIATIOSf OF THE PRESIDENTIAL 

GANBÉSAiES ÉG0I® A lÄ  ?OTÌSfG iNTiHTlGH

MVßQ.ti<m .......... Ho . . DK“ ................... Ho, 'fr" ; ■ - :no* £ ;;

"Ikffl&äS" S^ojleatantQ ■ « . V V!;
jtfrgdéà "t*iö..' / ' ‘ 1 9 10 91 ' 0 0 M - ;i 100

Grades 11*12 . 6 18 28 82 Ö 0 loo
Trade School, Some .

- . College« er Buslneös • 
School ; ' ' ' ' 3 10 26 90 ' : 0 WM.:,‘ C.*. •29_

K.

ioo

College Graduate ór 
College Graduate 
Student I - .: '- ....

- 'iV ■ • •• • .V - ' ’ - . .

' . ; I
3 ; , 12 22 ss

■ - m r -
■ ' ■

0 y-jsù; 100

- };■ ; ■ i.< ■ - ■■■.. . 1 .
ftaidamentalists • ’>■' .pvl'ii;; , r *v • i( '-'

Grades 1*10 29 64 15 • ■. t . ;  y 45 100
Grades, 11*12 < 2̂7 60 18 40 0 0 45 100

Trade School« Same 
College«, or Business 
School , 20. 54 16 43 1 3 37 100
College Graduate or 
College Graduate 
Student

■y. ; . ' ' f i-; ■'

¡fl M S , 8 36 0 G 22 100



Rífcd^menta^ ■ 

0*fc999

over

TABLE 5*2

ANS ÎUKDÆÉÎÎALISTS

VOTING INTSNTÏON

No» ...% \ ' No* ' ' ÿ
Nteá^iáeá¿ ;• f è ta ^  
NOèï 'T $

23 35 18 43 1 2 # ; |Î Ô 8

27 56 21 44 : 0 0 ; 48 pOÔ

20 65 11 |5  0 0 : 31 100

, : ■'■ ■ 3

4.
over ^© 8 0 . .4

’:.8^, ' 0 . 0 17 100

88 0 0 34 y too
9Ó ' 0 0 ; 39 JOO

the îU M e^atB 3i|e^ VÉth a tenth gradé education or léaSÿi <64$ stated

55$ seendagly has j^ tilté c l due to. the type, of church thôrespondents 

were a ff ilia te ;*  Newby looking a t the category of college graduates . 

Pi' those doing post-graduate college work I t  i s  Seen th a t among

Pro testan tSj, 12$ sta ted  th a t relig ion  would influence th e ir voting 

in tention vhile among Fondamentaliats in  the samé educational OategOíyi 

64$ sta ted  th a t relig ion  would influence th e ir voting in ten tion . In

th is  instance ;thsré is  à  difference of 52$ which seemingly is  accounted 

fo r by the type of church the respondent was affilia ted »  As can be



/

seen ib  Table 5vf thèfè- 'is un eipjally: h i^ ^  difference in  the

other educational eategbriesV'

' | t  yias 3h3l^%^ized that the Mgher,'-,:!h6'''lnG0l|ne‘' levéÎKdf the 

respondent# thé lower wo#d be the level Of; rSlSgiOUs.;pre|bá|oe®. By 

Í00Sd̂ á0_.-ótií_ -ô:ieêSi. regards |e  "Regular*1

Protestants .this hypothesis bas bée» confirmed«. J^^btéeb; percent of 

those th a t : have an . income lander $¿#000 sta ted  th a t the reli^tous 

a ff ilia tio n  e f the candidates Would influence th e ir voting in ten tion . 

Those in  the $¿#000 to  $6,999 InOOmé bracket were less prejudiced and 

those with an income over $7,000 were even le ss prejudiced* When We 

look a t th | Fondeu&entalists in  Table £*2 the hypothesis has been 

completely: disproved since th a t seemingly the higher the income lev el, 

the higher the prejodiee** Howeref# the most in te restin g  thing about 

the data in  Table 5*2 is  the great d isparity  in  prejudice betwèsn the 

ibndaméntalists and the *,Régular,, Protestants a t  every income lev##  

W iththOss res penden ts  with un Ihoameunder $¿#000 there is  á différence

¡ à̂a explanation fo r  th is jhen<aefcon might possibly be- th a t those 
^ndam éntálists who are in  the upper . income bracket are very strcaigly 
Committed to th e ir  religion* ' i t  would seem th a t a , member of t h e ■ 
fundamentalist church;wh§&h IS able to achieve a high income would be 
inclined to  'Change MS church a ff ilia tio n  from che whioh is  iisttally '• 
aasociat^i with the .lower Class to  th a t which is  associated with a 
higher clase :ilevei#-d##íf: one Whose members generally: a ^ ^  
income levels« Therefore, i t  is  possible th a t Fundamentalists who 
have not ^hard core"chiuroh '
members sad' therefore thS church’S1 position on eatóioiióism wóuldhave 
a very strong impact on th e ir voting behavior.



:

of 573i between the JUhdamentalists and the ^gu làfr*  P rotestante. With 

respondents with ah income of ùv&f 0^OQ a thero is  a difference

m  ■

from fables- .5*1; .and-' 5*2 i t  seems: quite^owident th a t fe tin g  on 

thè basis of re iig lo n ' % re3t^i0e) .is  ho’t: a::fu^tion^‘ef' e ith er' income 

. ór .̂ èoéàMtiÌ̂ tsr'; th a t o f b h # o ^ ;|if f i^ ^ d n ^ . .

f I t  would seem th a t 'in order to tmderstand • ̂  psyohològiéal V.
;. makeup Of. the individuai- whose voting b e h a v io r^  influenced .

‘ by réii^ ton . i f .  i s . népéaeary to undergtamd the in stitu tio n s whibh help : .

:óìci2Eà7 -'lit©-, ■■ .... .......

. . In a very generai sense the; JVmdamentalist chureh member han been 

categorized by students of róHgicitìs. -psycbolegy|,-- iMiphael Argyle ip  his 

- boófefReligious Behavior,. has said: th a t PpidamentaliSts belong largely 

-:to. the working class :ònd are re la tiv e ly  ,unediiu?ated .̂;.. Although he does 

p a t haVe, à ^ f ie a l '^ d e n s e f - l»e', ■ ■.

(Fnndac^ntalists) are more intropuhitiye and ap o  teiid to have hystSrioal

Ijohn oareia and Richard C hristie in  a study of au^o ilta iiah ism  
and ethnocentriad came- to  the conclusion th a t "Individuals tend, to 
have an ideology regarding minority groups which is  In conformity 
With th e ir personality s tru e ta re ^ th ls  relationship eada ting  within .

■'the ó n ltd rally  sanctioned frame Of. refer^^^ . groups.,. -,
Richard C hristie and John Garcia, "Subcultural Variation in 
Authoritarian Personalitv g" ffha journa l of Abnormal and Social 
Psyuhology^. XLfI nói vÌ . (<^tobèr 195t) s "





th a t ^peaking in  tonguesn ■'$& a n a lly  encouraged by-aCtionS of

■ ■ M q%her student Of religions psychology has said there are 

basiOa&y two typed óf religions which e ffec t prejudice* ' W* idgar 

Grègory maintaiiis the one manifesting the le a s t prejudice is  store of an 

• in n er. religious geling«  ìb is  upholds the cause o f brotherhood with 

compassion and devotion to  a God who loves a l l  people 'â̂ 'jëkè̂  thO-':v i;' 

■' réclamation of 'a il!# ' ; 3he sedead. tÿpe ■ is  ' an institu tiO nàlizéd form ■ Of 

relig ion  which emphasises loyalty  t#  an é ste rh a l authority* ïbe 

' external authority makes a judgement tá&Ch separates' the saved from; ■. 

the unaaved-,- In . th is way prejudice I# manifested sine© there is  

.in^leranoe; on the p art Of ■ one authority  fo r another - self-proclaim ed " - 

authority*-'' ;■ ■•'• ■ ‘ ■’

- âil/j^te3taht^:ohnrOhes have doctrines which are in stitu tionalioed j
. ’ * ’ f .  ,  ’ . -

however* some Protestant churches aré much m©re; in to leran t o f other ' 

authority figures ' than other ProtQ3 ten t churches*; ' The. ïtnidsmehtâlisi 

òhnréh^!' fo r the iacst p a rt believe th a t Only theyhat^th© ^ Hrüé* 
doctrine which is  néeesôary fo r the believer to  follow in  order to  be . 

«saved,* ; 'i interviews; with the-Ednisters ' of d iffe ren t church denominations

%'f&gar Gregory* rtSesearch and the Psychology o f  Religion*.*^
á , |á : ; t e S | t ó l é S  a ê M â S s a » .#*■ orlo strunk Jr* ' ;
_.J§*L A b ih g d o n fr^  pàge l.62*, .



th a t en ly they  had the ntru eM doctrine* \dd.ch bad to be followed in  

order to  be *saved*M

. The bas been o ritld iaed .'^ r many since tbs

dhnreh is  completely centz^llsed end thus te able to •q)j^t#--d^ec^#diyi 

^ ^ i^ ta ? a ^ d r itid iia  oh. the part.-of -Its* members** However* it'shou ld  

be noted .th a tth e  Catholic ©hunch exhibits a  note of tolerance which is

the.ich hpter* policy ¿P in .Tavheyts
work* Ite li^on  and thQ Ms© of Capitalism* the thesis is  advanced th a t 
the iro tea tan t churohs were forced by the; r ise  of an impersonal 
cap ita ils  tio  system to  modify' th e ir doe trin e  to  eonfora w ith . Http. 
o a p ita lis tlc  i n s t i t u t i ^ r  TheffeCte a social consciousness had to be 
dative^ to  bd acppatabl^ '.^ th  the c a p ita lls t >dio was. _•, ■

poriarles' the chosen seat -pi the Puritan s p ir i t  
classes ip  society which' combined economic 
a certain  pride in  th e ir s ta tu s, revealed a t once

a . somewhat' arrogant contempt fo r those; who*
" or thr©u$i eedh^io 
and jm&terful

to  be
,p education and 

a : determination 
and . in

I t  should be noted here th a t the -?n rit# s j^ re  bpposed to a church , ■
authoritarian  in  character* ■: The example from• Tawney is" tte ^  heTO to  
demonstrate the reliance piaced on the individual and the lack Of a 
b e e ia l craisCiousnesg^; In eupi*>rt of the thesis th a t iPC oteetanti^ . • ■ 
ozdglhaily lacked a social consciousness is  the following quote frean 
Mas Hebert ttTh9 member;'of .■ the sect had to have qualities of a 'ce rta in . 
kind in ’ order to  an ter/th 'da . being endowed with then©
q u alitie s was im porfehifO rth©  rational modern ’
capitalism* «•• They were constantly and continuously bred in  him* For, 
lik e  hi© b lis s  in  the beydrid h is whole social existence' in  ' the here ahd.-
now depended upon M a proving himself *# Max Weber*_ J___

J& Sociology*.. •’ trans* and ©4*;'H* H*. G©rth: and Wright”



not presént in  the doc trin a  of F undam en talist^  IheGathaliO

Church although believing th a t only they hays thè "right" d o ctrin ealso  

believe th a t a zaeabeh of a Pro tee tan t  church who is  y e ll meaning in  hits 

re lig io n  prac tices and has not had the opportunity to  tmderatand 

Catholic ¡doctrine can also be "saved*" Fundamentalist church dootrine 

is  hot so to leran t since they believe th a t no m atter how zealously the 

; Catholic practices hie relig ion i he is  doomed to h e ll,

Argyle has said th a t religious movements among various minority 

groups can beidl#^$ified in to  three types*;

(a) those th a t passively accept th e ir disprlvilèged status» 
emphasising only the importance of religious values•« ,,
(b) tbosewhich c r itic iz e  without attacking the social order» 
and withdraw from society and (c) those th a t p ro test * 
a^ ìeséiyely 'oh religious grounds against society a t  large*1

Recent studies Ih Holland and Sweden have shown th a t $h|tfae )
r ...............v V; ■ ' ............. - • ' ; ■ ’ 1

geographical areas where ftadamentaliam flonrishesi the Communists 

have the gireatest; eirehgthi^ .Possibly the reason fo r th is is- th a t ■ 

Ceimma4sh:.h®® ..itC' a t t^ i$ o n  in  areas ih  i i ^ h  'eóbBh#t - .

hardships ex is t, ■ IhMamèhtàlism is  bred in  areas in  which there is  ' 

economie deprivation and conaequSnt low education ìeyèl due to the 

lack of Sòme of the people ih,;the area are ,.ett|*«5Ìed to

■Cororanisib and state to  Slmdamentalism although' they are diam etrically

^irgyle also  mentions .that thSrè .is no em pirical ayidébée» but he 
believes with &nger:: th a t minority group religions ; arSi ®ore actively  
aggressive than passive* Michael Artnrle, ReliMoua Behavior (IpndPh*
Bputledge $  ^ g a n  1#8)*  page 131*

■ . -

%eymour Lips,et» P o litica l Man (Garden C ity , Hew Yorki Doubleday 
and Company ine , » . i 960) » pagò 108»



opposed* Idpset has found th a t in  the poor eastern parts of Europe täte - 

Gomwinists haOebOenvery oareful hot ioo ffen d  th e . fhndemen ta l is t  t'a
. V; * . , - ....

relig ious dögto<r:-■ Feasibly thé rèagèh '.for th is .if f 'th a t î\œdainentàlists 

tend tô bè other-worldly and not concerned with changes in  the p o litic a l 

nndr^O on#tt^S^t^i^ $hey b e lie fs  that sufferings cm earth n i l l  reap .

■ theft j^iäa?^bene#itS ; in  heaven and th e1 oppressors on e a rth w iil
" ... ä .reô.ôit^'^h'éxfc^^t rewards in  hell* '

■ ■ See né ■'threat from fnnde&sn ta ils  t  dogma*; Evident^ 

a e  j5ñááé^tái¿Í9el th a t such religious'' organisations' even I f ‘they are. ’ 

not adtrvelÿ Éatéréstèd áar e ith e r Opposing Or helping the Communiste

■ cause a t séme future time might be Of use;*-, I^nadsaentalists are highly ■ 

oriented towards ■ th e ir ohuroh pût only fo r sp iritu a l .satisfao tion  but

' also • fo r • entertainment and càaæiunîtÿ ôëjw icei ' ïhè church is  a focal 

•point■of a l i  o f ..tháiiP'heedni:;.áenéniio

■ 'fnj^aaentniiét^^Ohin?éh':iS ;:ffO‘ eoxaait.ted to bhe church os a relig ions and 

socia l in stitu tio n ^  the penetration Of Ihn au-&oid ta rtan  .leadership' - 

stru ctu re  ï#  party members would be ah ■ excellent method Of disseminating 

Ccmmftffiis t  dOgma and- gainittg converts*

IRebèrt hene f e ^  is  less partie lpation  and in te re s t in

p b lftiéà  by those in  ' lotrer sooio^econcraie class positions In  ' th e ......

%ee fOetnetOif page Í2Ü* fo r the e^ianatdOh Of ih iá  ty p e o f ’ ; 
attitude*  '' f



•f
United States and offers s ix  propositions to  explain this* ïhese are?

Proposition number one? lower sta tus women hate less time 
fo r p o litic a l ac tiv ity . Proposition two? those of the lower 
socio-economic class fee l a t a disadvantage trying to  
compete with tipper s ta tes members of the community and th is 

. leads to  withdrawal from Community affairs*  . Proposition three? 
members of the lower socio-economic class belong to  fewer 
organizations and thus they are not. as aware of oonsirunity 
affairs*  Proposition four? ïhe lower class person has less ■ 
economic secuiHty and feels hefcas less of a sense of 
control over his environment than those from the middle and 
the upper olaas^' ;i^ôposition:;tii?ï- because he is  a 
mémber pf the lower sooio^oncanic class he has a low - . 
educational level and therefore has less of acap ac lty /to  
deal with abstract issues* ; , ' ' s

Lane also suggests th a t members from lower economic groups tend to

delegate decision-making in  the community to  those with more income
' . '¡s' : •

and education*-

From the evidence which has been presented in  chapters two and 

three i t  would seem th a t LaneAs analysis Of p o litic a lp a rtic ip a tio n  

of the lower socio-economic classés, would not bé completely Valid fo r 

the regidonts o f cur research community in  the I960 Presidential 

election* However* Lane also makes the observation from evidence 'he 

has found th a t people who take stands on issues of the day arc more 
active in  -p!61itioe'''thfflti- others.^ From the fin d in g  in  ehapters .two and
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three i t  seems # i t#  evident th a t the fundamentalist church member was 

activated poU ticaliy  by his m inister and other church re la te d , 

reference groups* Ifcus i t  is  possible to reconcile lane*'s findings ■ 

with those in  the present study* ■

i* Proposition number one S tated th a t lower sta tus women have less 

" time fo r ■political activity« A llport saya th a t while there have not 

been, any sc ien tific  studies as to  why Certain people follow demagogues, 

observers have found th a t usually the people are uneducated, and over

the audience of demagogues of stater etoic*faced women s u r e s t  m at he 

fu lf i l ls  a secret love fo r tbfSS women,1 thus i f  the assumption is  

made that the m inister acts in  the manner of a demagogue and tr ie s  to 

invoke an antirG atkplic feeling in- his Oongregatibn thewomen '

to  fsj&bw his s n ^ s tio n s ^

' :|®0l®; waSvhb .iiS&ha the questionnaire to  measure the effective* 

ness of1'the. m inister% :'.jn$^^ on th# church members.# However, i t

was hypothesised th a t a Mgber percentage of women with a  %tr©ng" y;.' 

religious feeling  ^ u ld  vote on the basis of relig ion  than. men the had 

a "strong" reli^Lous feeling,. • - 1’able .5*3 was constructed ^  to

determine : if ' th e se *  d f ^ e  , respondent Was an important tuidchile

............................... _ ....................... .................. .......................................

C ity,
(Garden







advocate points o f view he does not personally hold*! WKén thé 

miniate r  is  effectively  able to o ffer action which w ill combat 

Catholicism, the Fundamentalist then attempts to  actively  compete in  

the election campaign*

Lane*e th ird  preposition j members of the lower sOcio-^èconomic 

©lass belong to fewer organisations and thus they are not as aware of 

community a ffa irs  since belonging to tarions community groups supplies 

him with information about community a ffa irs , is  able to  be reconciled 

with active partic ipation  by FUMamentalists during the election* the 

m inister in  the Itandamentalist church offered compiete information nói 

only as to the dangers' of CatboHeism and how a Catholic president would 

pòse a th reat to P rotestant churebs but also as to thé action to be 

taken to counteract th is potomtiai threat* |t'm ig h t.b e  îÿpôth^iBed 

th a t the more organisations which the Fundamentalist belonged:^ei4thus 

giving him a wider source of information) the lésé he would be inclined 

to oppose a candidate so lely  On the basis of religion*. By adhering 

to but one organisation, i t s •: doctrines and its?  actions, there were 

no counter-pressures on the FUndamehtalist Which might possibly cause 

him to m itigate his views* In th is instance belonging to but a few 1

1Frederick E* Lumley in an attempt to Verify Aether Protestant 
cburehs used propaganda devices tc promote doctrine and̂  increase 
membership found preachers and religious teachers who adtocated points 
of view they did not believe in, or only did so half-heartedly* Other 
religious leaders did not understand some of the, doctrines Shd 
principles of their cburchs but Used the terminology of "sacred 
tradition " tp reconcile their not understanding the doctrine and their 
own belief system* : Frederick E*f lamleyV Jh$ Propaganda Menace (Hew, . 
forks D* Appleton̂ entury Go, 1933), pages 33ô 3̂ *;



organisations was an asset for in itia tin g  p o litic a l action fey the 

leadership in  such organizatlons i

lane has sta ted  th a t in  order to b e tte r understand any given 

social situation» a Jmovledge of the ^©yghologio.al processes of the 

Individual provided much òpre i n s i s t  into the situation  than merely 

the knowledge of the . s i  tua tie s  and the Overt response of tha individual 

to  the s itu a tio n ^  I t  is  fo r this: reason that; an attempt is  made to  I 

analyze the personality o f the Pfendamentalist^

Paul Johnson isas pointed ont; there is  a siim ilarity between the : 

prejudiced person end the p^raroid^ the paranoid person insist©  

on an solution and arrives a t  premature eoisurés diS^1

regarding contrary evidence*^ ihus the prejudioed perspn re s tr ic ts  •' 

h is source of information to a very-narrow sector of aU  of the 

information which Is obtainable.*, Individuals vfaobelong to  lower 

sOcicxèeconomlc groups in.-söfeiety are less lik e ly  to be as highly 

educated as those from the Uppsf socio-economic groups, in  society*, ïhèy 

arfe; less lik e ly  té  have access to information i f  fo r no ether reason

7.. -B obertianei P o litic a i l i f e  (Glencoe¿ I l í* í  She Free Press* 1959)»

%iaal E* Johnson* Personality and Religion (Mew Yoxfct Äbingdon 
.Pressi, 1951:)^page.i9$*v .



than th a t they are not avara of the information or where i t  might be 

obtained*, liras the information they obtain cones from a very narrow 

sector of society* <011$ facto r bágbt contribute to  manifesting 

prejudice among lower sooio-econoiaio groups* ;..

The church may support ideas* points of view* and doctrines 

which are not d irec tly  related  id  religion such as the\ position taken 

by many ibndamentaliai çhurchès during the i960 election regarding the 

election of the Democratic candidate fo r president* «lohn Kennedy* I f  

the Fundame^tallst church meaniber, is  exposed to but one point o f view or 

position he tends to  support one view and chastises other points1 of 

view* i f  fo r no other reason thanhe is  not fam iliar with them* Thus 

he arrives a t some conclusions disregarding any other Conclusions 

because he is  e ith er unfam iliar with contrary evidence or he has 

closed his éind to  the im plication Of the evidence*

' . : There have beOn several studies of préjudice which have found 

a relationship between prejtaiice and conservatism*^ À study was 

conducted in London on ra c ia l prejudice in  Í94G- and i t  was found

Ì/:

P*- 4dlnarayanlah¿ "A Research in  Colour Prejudice*" The B ritish  
Journal of Psychology ¿ XXXÎ (19ZO*19Alk Riohard C hristie and
John Garcia conducted a s indy designed to measure the relationship 
between ethnocentrism and authoritarianism* Ih estu d y w aso  
with répondants from the C riyëréiiy. of. ^California, and from a tm iversity 
in  the sduthWeÓV One of the conclusions from; the study was that 
"individuals tend to have an ideology regarding minority groups 'whieh 
is  in  oonformity with th e ir personality struc tu re ^ th is  relationship 
existing within the. C ulturally sanctioned frame Of reference regarding 
minority group9%P Richard C hristie and John Canela* ^Subcultural 
V ariation in  h ith o ritarlan  Personality ,"  Thg. Journal^ of - jfonotmjál '
Social Psychology* KIVI rte* A (October* 1951):*



there was a positive Correlation between conservatism and those who 

would dei^m inority  groups c iv il rights * * In several studies conducted 

with college students to determine factors Causing prejudice i t  was 

found thatihosQ  who scored' high on prejudicei scored higher on 

" questions designed 3p measure conformity to eonSQivativ© nationalistic

views: than thC lm effotssa. on prejudice»
' :l ' ■' : ' 1 ■■ '■ ■■■ .■ '■ " ■' ~ : - ■. '■ ' J., ' ■ / ' . ;'. r . ’
■ I t  should be noted 'th a t one Of the very ÍeW"Wié©^y read b ltra«

OonserWative imgaaihes* the ^MériC'éai'.^efCd^j .is' published'by •

°DCferidbrs of the C hristian Faith lnc * ^  ¿ Fundsáéntaliai^

house* m e magasine caries a r tic le s  supporting ¡racial segregation*

v ■ .y.-. ¡ ¿ ' .;; v j.*¡ i;
• A study was Conducted o f college students in  s ix  eastern 

- whether individxial a ttitudes are generated
vdlth thesam eintensivenessiB  A sqalew asdevlsed
wbicb included' items; such qs. war, ca p ita l punishment* intoleraface¿ ¿te * 
The resu lts '-seemed, to indicate th a t persons taking a s ta n i On One 
Social Ís,S ne^ 't^ ''tO '^iO pt:',JÍ sim ilar ;pdsitióh'dtt:^Otbers^v'^^S; Stagner* 
"StrtiieS of Aggressive Social Attitudes* -1* Measurement and In ters 
reiatic&  ^ O le c tsd ^ tltn d ^ i;^ . ihe Journal’ of Social Javcfeologyf ;
XX (1944)# 109-118, A sim ilar study was done by (¡ferine? 'Idndsey*/.',

. and i t  was found th a t mose who scored high on prejudice scored h ij^ e r • 
Oh a question to  measure conservatism 'than the low scorers on ' \ ..

■ prejudice* G ard n er!^  Between iaie H i^  and low in
Prejudioeand th e ir Implications fo r a  Theory of Pre.1udiCe,a journal 
Of Personality, XIX ' i a b m .  t : (September Í950) é .  pages 16*>40. '' In 'A' study ... 
regarding the etioiogy of prejudice I t  was found th a t the prejudiced 
person is  not pronC. to s^pidthise with me; underdog and theprejudiOeC ;. 
person has a d iso ip linarian  outlook on life»  Cordon W* Allport and 

. Bernard VJ, Kramer# “Some Boots of Prejudice#w Ihe Journal of Psychology.
X X ii/fiia t.b a lf (July 1946), pages 9*39V ... ..*■

. in  this present study there were; no questions re la tin g  to  p o litic a l 
lib e ra lis^ C n se iv a 14sm{ -however*: the high percentage of Bmdsmentaliata 
who sta ted  th a t roligion wotid influence th e ir veto, (see Tables 5*1 arid 
3-2) and the resu lts Of previous studies rela ting : to factors which cause 
prejudice would »possibly be a basis fo r speculating th a t in  the present 
study, among the PVmdamentaiists there is  a Mgh degree of p o litic a l 
eonsé^tdam * • ■ ' . •



Condemning ^e^rarld^w ide Jewish money eonoptr^ey”“ and condemning 

DGatholic persecution of Protestants«”

i t  is  alee 'to  note that recently the ¿eadex^ftlp of

' ittodamentalist church groups have beecmie incjfeaSlhgly M^ 

r ig h t* t^ g p o i i l i e a l^  resti^Lct c iv il liberties*.

ih the f ir a t  chapter* e^dOncs fPOJft i^e^fiifelin^^of

the University Of j^ehigSn Survey Research Center that i f  religion  had 

not been a factor in  the presidential e leetioh , Hr* Keimedy wouid have 

vpn the i960 eieotion by 5 0 > o f  the popular vote instead ' o f by ¿us t  a 

fraction  over $<$* 5he Michigan study and the study done in BUgjepe'- 

both present:' data" which suggest that relig ion  is  an important factor 

which must be understood an&investigeted before the complete dynsmios 

o f votihg'h # aiyi^  lc ^  be «BdeiStePd*;- ■

ffeoia the ettdenee in  the present study, i t  I s 1- predicted -in the i964 

/ p residen tial election the icndam ehtalist church groups in  HSigene w ill 

be aC vocal in  opposing aO atbolic in  the White House as: they were in 

i960* I t  is  predicted th a t i f  the leadership in  the Fundamentalist 

ch u rch esisab le  to mobilize the general membership by'discounting 

President Kennedy's neutral a ttitu d e  (even perhaps: pfo-Protestant 7 

a ttitu d e ) during hia adm ihlstratich|, as nothing but a papal: p lo t to ; 

Silehnp; the Opppsition* relig ion  w ill be as much a facto r in  the  1964' 

p residen tial SleCtieh as i t  was in  1960$
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