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- Ia - RPSEAROH ‘BE'S“iGN .
"Som" ‘ 'tma,ago' thre would have been £5-deubt 1A the
nds of ¢ i'avet religious liberty ané eaparaticn
“'t
The 1960 presmential eleotion had the olesest pozmiar vot.e :
between the two aandidates ef oy election 1n hie%ry. It wauld hawfev
,quite coﬁeeivable o have had Preai&ent Kenn.f”ff-’-f olected by ths
minerity of thé‘popula . ginde the Reptiblican Party is & minority .
in the United S‘hates, for a Z_fff‘,i‘,’_’_flican to vini & preaidential election 1t
e & géghe! ;.t of the '_."raﬁ.c electorate |
‘;.i‘_'imtic electorate 1n 1960'
dy. dcme by tha - ey Research Genter a4 this-




. that Kennedy 1est» a net vote of 2 to 3%, or one am.‘t a 1414

2
‘éleotion by 8% of the vote.’% However, tbe resuns or the 1960 elecmn
Show that» there uas a difference of leas than one half ef one percent
1n the po;mlar vote betueen an and Kemxedy '.';;..;A sa@xent of the 3
crat.ic voters defeeted ﬁ-om the Danooratic Party :ln order te vo‘t.e
for 'bhe Bepu.bncan candida't.e‘ .The Survey Research center has concluded _

miiz*‘-;}.,.on L

hia Cat.holio religieus afﬁliatiom It 19 estimat«ea by




3¢ cathon"'vo f_rs do hct tend to. cmes party is.nea morder to .
A vote - £0! thes.r co-religieniats. ‘ Co

3¢ At the‘presidenﬁal 1eve1g Re siio.
vote prinartly o ‘the Republisan

One shaald note the absence af a '_[:
Gathcliea’

It is assumed tha% he




Anvolved in tha aleeﬁon campaign 0 state that Smith's Cathanqasm I as
nary f‘ae‘wr whieh defoated Mm.1 Houever,\ while it was: no‘& the

pimary £agto sy 4% wes & very impertant conmbuwxg faew % the
dsfeat of sm . Protestants united dn. 1928 %o vote againsb wo
."Pcpish Plot." It.has been gener f"-'f"*':»" acoeptad that ‘bhe votes uhich
smith dm get eama f‘mm the Oatholic and the J’erwish segnents ﬂ.n the

larga eities, 1928 waa a pre-vot&'j"":':' ] tndias era and the assmnptions
for implici‘b, 1ttle or »o. empmeal deta

gupports these assmtiens., o A . o
In addition tc the 1928 eleetion, ths, behavier of a nmber of

52“62.
entire y--' 14d as one dasue: 636
- the voter whethex- Yo be a. Bemoorat of a Republican., As a.n eatample, )

New York Tamiehy wes SUppor
ware prmarl‘.w catholie.

ed by a large block of ethnic grou




 done-dn t,he ﬁeld,'uof the psychclo@ ef r

apd not meant o ba disseeted. " Any pmbing into religious behavior
results > in many eases s 1:1 alienatdng e group being swdied ami |
' '“i"jl resulta in sueh strong antaganism lisd comple‘hing the s

. -bedemes impossibma For tha same reasen, var:y little mseareh has heea

'-}J'ga.an,, Religian s t.m

. gacred cow of the sac.ia.l seienees ¥ net 0 be' smdied fox' fear of
aldahating groups: vhich could: possibi; - ihranten  tha astani

Aoantemplating the stmiy of -"__;.iff’.? Agion
stidy vill be & 8 probe :um the stuéy ef croas pressures
mvamng religi

1t hae been indieat.a& um sope of t&xe Pro,,.x__ate.nt elmmhes

intended t6 make religion an isstm m the 196' gen electien -even,

| before Jahn Kennedy had recefived the nomination fer presidmt at the

seleetiom ef Ghumh :
eelecting thosé ahurohes
_whs.eh vas fmmded 1n 1947; 11. prasenﬂy

éut: the United Btates and has a_
‘Dl ‘I‘Ize POAU’s pragram is as

would hene orth be thi'pwn agains the uall of ch\mh«-S@bate separatien,

theee 1ea.d s recegni,edf the noed : for-an ewticp group 1o oppose. this.
; ok ; 33 ) ‘zhe organizatien pu‘hs out .

Vs.ubstants.ate some of theix' eharges agains-i; their opp:mentsg |

;h supported %he E}ugene chapter of the POAU?




and the vaitous Holinass bedies¥" Michael . gs{
-Be 195

(Protestants and Gther Amoricans United for the Separaﬁon of Church
and Sﬁa‘be), One cher Protéstant clmmh vas. added after it was
,discovemd that 15" mﬁ.nister hed. taken a stmng antz.acatholic pesition.
n additden to this. '-,-;;i’;testant o:mmhea, the Catholdo churoh vas alge.

buds ~f;, After the churchea hed been selected, 1% was
found that all or the Pratestant churches vero ﬁmdamentaMst1 i their
doctrines 3 for this reason the groups: to bra s%udied Vére b"i_“
categories’s (1) mnaamamamt Prbtestant ehroh -
h membarshipg, (3) other Protestant
| the 1dberali Ptoteetant ohurches),

srebip, (2) fhe Gatholie chure

shureh membevohip (semstines salle
and (4) a group 6f people vho adndt to 1o f"‘-?’f‘gious affildation of

adheronve o the dootrine of any ohurehy Tha aesire'was to eontrast
gach of the four grm:ps w;‘.'oh eacb o‘aher in regard' to rel ousbehavior
and/or voting behs ”iilo:r, The ministers of eight shurchiss: were. conta.eted,
and & 11s% of the:lr chnmh membrskip vas réque tedy 11 of the |

churchee except 'ahe sevemth Bw Admtisﬁ mmrch and the Ghurch aff the

"gardl to ma%ers of faith amd mrals.
glous behavior, hes said that- gest-
‘unstable, almost always

; hysterie. SN 3y, Segt membors; for ‘the méot part,.are
relatively une&uc and belong to the working ¢lass largelys . Ar@la
graups which fall most clearly into this dategory
are the Penteeostalis%s, Seventh Day Adventists, 3ehmh__\e' Aitneeses ¥

ouY; (Londonm Boutledge & Kegan Paul,




’_avanable for he- smy a; aeleoted b

_-fa:lths for - eregon was il

'locate&g me an even lower ohureli meribesship record -

" ehmreh manbemmp“.bemg" tneorrect

1A 7
i
Y .

'Nazarene ma.de their total church membership available; “the seventh Day
fdventist Church and tha Churoh of the Nazarene uould only. make o
"".hip 1ist a8 ﬂetemined by the

,mﬁnis%em of the respective churches. ?he reason for their not
' available their tetal membarahip wes no’e expla.ined and 15 oonsequently

nnknown. R | |
'rhere 15 very nttle data av&ﬂable which shows the degree to uhich
the total conmmnity 1a oriented tovards - religton; that 4s to. say, to
elirch membership a.nd/or attendanee. Hwever, 1n 1956 'a: natimwida
udy ‘of ehurch manb jrship was pubnahea‘ by the Raticnal Coumil of
chnrehes, and it vas fo'and that Gregon rank‘éd at t.he bottom as far as

Shuyeh membarship ‘ias ¢oncemeﬁ. uhereés the national averaga for :
ehuroch. membership waa 1.9" 2%} Of | ‘bhe '; spulst Loty chureh: membership of! an

shure , ';f:_ the lov Oragan-
averages Lane Gmmty's ohumh membership acootmted f"or only 26.% of
the papulation. As of the 1959 census, ume ceunty had a populatian of

jt‘fby possibly two er 'three peroent.i,

— e



N it

'pepulation angd 2\.6,5 of .the total pomlaﬁen ef
thuches: which. haw been designated "ﬁ\mdaiuental&at" had, as tot»al

'162,89% and a- elnn'eh mamberahip of 31 ,047; The Reman Gatholio Church
had a membership of 4.392 mepbers; or 14%. of the Lane Cmmty church

e Gounty. The .

church membership for Lane county, 9,953 msanbers or i«*’j |
¢hureh populmon and 6 of the total population of fahe County, Tn
oerder %o bring the stuay into- _porspeotive; it shonld ‘be. .noted. that
Eugene*e populats.cn accounts for 31% of ‘the- tetal popnlaﬁon of Lane
County; .

" The lack of adeqnate finds maﬁé it neoessary to: 11m1t the sample
o be se}ected te a aegaant of.

;’_'j_ie only- rat.her than to havi

-repmaentcauon from the total ity pepuiation s¥eay The ares selested

rilyy ran :‘Nm meventh Strest to Twentys

4 Fcu!'ﬁh Streot, wést of
Willametis Strest xea%sndiug . the west.‘city(lmi.—té;;um this aréa all
; of neighbarhcods, £ron

- the: very. wealthy te the only slum area

Bugetie gan: elaim, are repreaented; On ene thi ix b}.ock area are

qory wpenswe hames es*timated taa ba up to and- over: the rirty thousand
dollar olass-,; Another larga area hag medi-um priced homes while enothe;e

large section of the area has some very. old homes ‘which have bean
On the outar ﬁ'inge of the area is

the Gatholds parestital gohool end 4 .
in this- areds H ‘mm nesessiry 4o go iteide of the praseribeﬂ
bcundaziea » hwever, in order to get an a&eqnat.e nuber of finda




%

Protestant church membero, While the fundamentalist Pretestant church

nembors were not ¢oncentrated heavily in any ohe area, it should be
noted that there were almost none Mving in, the wery expensrwe
resadential distriats @ .
| ";_'_“t.hearea, thenmberoﬂahumhmembamtobe
studied vas reduced to 195&. ‘Ihe names of 'sheae 1651» chﬂreh members
ware chaeked at. the Lana Cmmty 6’
were reg&atam wmm; 730 of the 1054 wére registered vetem 3 and
this 730 was the. gz-cup whieh finag'.'v;,'f;"' made up the purpesive sam_plm;.
Locking a% 'rabze 144y 1% 5 futeresting %o sote thet 548 of the.
cathoues are’ Bemocrata ‘and Aéﬁ are Bepnblieana.» i

- House 40 detemine whothar ‘tihey

3 seen that
Bugone 43 unlque 8 to the high proportion. of Gathéi;ﬁw Who-gre . . .
Republicansy Intha Me Gounty study! done #n 1940, it vag found that

¥ ’arfem and a mnp of aeeial selentists dm a voting

County; Ohio, frem May untdl November; 1940.

shad t6 study and observe the progreas and offest of the p
ategn in that comminitys he

: } hewover; the stuﬁyqemered
capondents, The intervievers wére ta rate tho respondents on their
socio—eemamic etatua (sES): The sorrelation bBotween two intervievers

S ent with rogard %o SBS was betveen 6 and T The
entage of cat_holics who were Republicans in Erte Coutity varied
Ween 29% for.those high on the SES sdale t6 a low of 14% of these
> 1ow n the 863 , scale" - The dii’fareme botween Protestants and

peio 1y those nat interesteﬁ in politiea in the first
plaee, simply i’ollow the lead of thely priest as an expression of the
group solidarity so frequently found. among Gatholioss! Another possidle
axplanatian that 16 gdven 45 that this 1g the oxpression of an-out
group supporting an. out perty,. lagarfeld maintains that "the Gatholis
may voto Demosratic ‘ms an affirmation of this common minority
$dentification,” Paul Fe lazarfeld; The Peoplo‘s Cholce (2nd Ed. RN
New Yorks Columbia. 'ﬂniversity Press, 1948; pa'ge_.,ZBw L

————— e ey Ty e ey R b




Gatholic Grmrch

First Ehristian Church

‘.‘fFiz‘st Asaambly of Ged o

TABLE 94

Political Party Eagietratien of the: Gatholic chm'eh and
5m Mdamentalist Churches in Mgene, Oregon

Democrats | :
Republieans ST

chnrch [s) Hazarene

River Road Baptiet _ -
Demoerats e
Republicana S 85

Church. of‘ the Open Bible_ IR R TR PR
Deamograts, ‘ 3
‘ Repnblioans o

Seventh D@ Adventists , C
Demos¥ats ~ - .. . - 8
Republicans o - ‘

. Demograty
Republicane

Demograts.
Republigans

sy

Firat Baptist of Mgene; ' L
Demosrats I (L

#Oonly the Bemooratic registra’c&cn was ehecked and recorded.

represent ¢nly a. sample’ of thoge péople vho are. ""giatered Democrats

living in the previously degeribed delimited area. g

‘The glarteer




Beme’ cellege,

_Table $=3 t.hat the eevan ”.: 3

11

Grades 1-8 - 33 22 | 21 15 3 | 2 5 23
Grades 9~1z L% 39 & 454 4 9 &

Gradl. s Gollege |

Businessand DR
Trade School . .8

,.a@_m..é

ww, 151 o0k 19 1008 % 99%22100%

Bwi E enmi. -‘"«.:'_..‘ TS 1 7‘3. R ~«’~,~-_..,-,:‘ .

at 'I‘able 1-.2 it oan be sean that membera from the seven ::;.
uréhes have 8 lever edueational level than those from the other

Proteatant churches and the catholic ehmh. 1t ean alsa be seen from

"‘.".f"'emanst churehes have a 1mr inccme

Tovel than rthe "othez' ‘Protestant chnmhed‘ and the Gathclic Chureh. n
'would Seem that uith the :I-.ower incomo level ‘and uith '&he 1owar "
educaﬁcnal Ievel, the pementagés wauld be raveraed 1n £ervor af ths

- - gdtrantes afi argument. wh&ah‘ might explain uhy membera of these ehurches '




et b e ! i T e 3T e -

TABLE 1+3
Catholts Protestents ﬂol’refemwa

3
-3

18
> tu: 2 o :

ato not reglotered Densoratéssthat meny of the membors of the churshés

'belong to ‘the clasa which Warner definea as uppemlomrg and beeause of

this the peaple eonseimxaly vy not %o aanfmn to: miﬁdle"eiass values

) 3 regietrat&on.f Anet«her pcss.‘-.ble reasen mr the "

low pemen of registrauen, anﬁ ﬂemaoratic regiatratien 1n

feldz Be 1n his s

pat‘bieular, 16 ot advamed by "}_.

the lovest interest level of politiess T4 vas found that poople with e

—% an cit?o Eew 'Zerki

of the lowaxf,“ |




13

intereet uere 18 umes lesa 1skely to vote than those with high

_ 5.1315@:’%%.1 A pess:lbla explanatiom, .then, m.tght he %hat because these

!\mdamentalist church membera are not very highly edtmated, pol:itics is

semething t.hey re,,‘;;? don % underetand, ard for that reagon hate 8 10\:‘

mterest in it; thus, the 1bw interest in voting ) 4 polit.ieal ,
leng to also

tﬂgiatm%eng 'I‘ha namre of the ch‘umhaa %hese people

A ts' uo'b f, an awaranass Of

i.' .-thus, they tand . be nonavoters and non»registered people.
,_'Goldschidt aites 8 s.;’f’f made ci‘ eight evangelical

joined the chﬂmhu One t‘easeq; vaa that the people said they felt.

better in those ahurehea beeanse they wore with "their &m people.
The o‘bher fa,e'bor that brough'h them into tha a!mreh was that the faiths .
denied tha stence uf the worm with- iﬁs troubled oondiﬁ.ana. 'Ihey

falt that because of their apeeial endomnent.e-e-ﬁ_f aing

the real&ties ef aoeie,.__"i;:.;;that they woum be considemd the ente 1n




4

TABLE s

Pard; Selfnldentiﬁoatien and Income -of 'ehe Members
of Seven Fmdamentaus% clmrehes in Engene, 01'68011

. Demograt

2 39

- 54 100

37;‘“ ami \lp

BB B

forn of ascemxsm by denying the world in which they themselves have
been denied.i‘ S '
Boisen, m his boak 4 : nd Cugt
the Penteeostals gamered thetr largast 1ncreaae in membership during a
period of er:lsia (i‘rom a membership of 88,000 in 1926 %o 298,000 in.
1936). Houever, it vas not the soeslal crisie that the. Pentscostals

§ Gt f"js has said tat"

borship since all they wanted to do was

used as anissue to inerease

% sava 1nd1v'idnals from. & world whiuh vas get:

 worse; they did-not

fcemaomat, "Olass Benominatienalie‘ﬁ in Ru.ral -
. oL Sociolomyy 49 (Jamary.




L]

¢ongem themselves at all with social betternenty' Since several

studfes have beon sited to shov that pople of low efusetion end sectal
level in evangeméi or in fundémentalist churehes have alienated -
themselves: fram aooiety, -this mdght be the explanatien for the lesser
participation of Bemocrate in these chumhes than Repnblicans. It 19

alse poesible, however, as 48 41 ustrated by Tabls” 1-1,, that beoanse
Republdoans in the chureh have higher ingomes, they hate mote &b stale

in socdety and therefore tond to have & mush larger réglet

the Democratsu of course anether very mportant faotor uhich migm

account for thesa perépla 'being heavily. Bepu .,liean is that a lerge

Brosc, 1955)@5 page Toe
JQ GQ M@BBGQ";,'_ AT

-minister whe changad, his emphas:ls, frmn "soul g" to est&liah&ng a

o gérved-soup. and gave 614 clothes to-

the poor '3 he alao helped o'bh 5 uinfortunates get jobs, The euthor - . .

.admenished the minister for do:lng this since "thers ¢an beno . -
witining paasion." J4: Ci Magnes, Evangolien in

g_mma (mzadelpmaa The Judson Press; 1946), page 52, 8

Mao, author ai‘ Mo oxn Eva ;; sponds some.

the kind of o -that would' preach"the éimy ; Gospel' and not '
talk . about soc&al‘, jestionss!  Willdam MacBonald, odern Wwangelism -
(Iondons ‘Jemes: 'e;and cc., 1936), pa,ge 16& RN
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wticnad presehrg, Tho boriar i
ﬁf amﬁal é‘m uﬁ.‘m asmgh o of the popalation d ‘




_and 'bhen"
proved very effecﬂve as can be seen frem the fa.ct that many of the
-respen&ents did‘ ; }ﬁ'ﬁ f

the nembership dn t‘he’sé fundementalist éhuhéhéa‘ 1 more heavily
Rapubncan than Damecratiof. Bather, 115 is a embinamon of lower
innome a.nd education, Bible belt baekgrmmd, and lack ei‘ seoial

canscicmaness which helps to account for t,his pheneménons

The next s%p aft»ar the samale had been selected was that of
to be admmstered, The questﬁ.ons on

malating the queatio“‘?}f‘.
personal data and partinent questione on vet,ing behavier vere taken
fyom the questi ANaire used by ﬂampbell, a6 dessrived in Zp_g mg;
Dasided. Other questlons vere devised uith the intent of escertaind

how effecﬁve campaigx uterature -and Sémnents me.de by miniaters were
; rost "'f—"ent's voting behaviary: Due to e fact that u». '

ing the respendente ‘on Ei‘ﬁf‘:;:f?gion would evoke

".’als, the quesﬁonnaire vas

hestﬁle I'GSponses and poasibl 3 Fafy
eonstmcted in a‘nch a way that a: probing question :m’eo a eriticax area
'atening to the

another probe would be made

wes follaued by a. queatﬂ.on wh:lch a_,eem legs thn

reapondent; ﬁwther on :ln the qnestio__,_f;';‘-'
'wed"by withﬁrawal ‘to g less cont;f’f“f

1&1 %piﬁc‘ s

bore "‘j-‘;--‘-.ze the intent of the questionnaire until ‘the.
last question waa aaked; thus they were nnable to strucmre their

ansuens to confom with the answers they thought they shanld he giv:lng. :

"4 class of mentyu-i‘our students 1n a8’ poliucal aeience class did

"t the ntervieving betaeen Gatober 12 and Qotober 26. m twentya-four |

atndenta were given 'bhree hours of instmetions on &ntervieving




_ queationnaire which simpliﬁed the mas'cery of the questi mIa.
students ‘dodng the in’earvi

18

tethniques and impresaed uith the importance of agsurasy’ in reeording

the answex*s.1 tuo e""':'.'ded questions ware ugéd in the

'-"'-'e by "ﬁh"ef'

73 Beeause of the .ﬁmnediaoy of the

eleotion, tine was net avauabla for the' pre-teeting of the interview

-schedule w.ith @ pﬂot etudy 2 o ' s
In ordar to &ffest. a control group as in

nsively & '- possible,
nvmg mmately to the righ'o of the' regis’tsere& ohureh
e e ftauste and Catholdes) vas alao toterdioved; The

.mterviamar £aced the honss of the regis',,z"f ™ ‘f ahureh member am tshe

house ‘

nediately »g-.e the rg_ght ef the registered ehurch memher's house
uag alao interviwed‘ ' s

e .Jeiologist whe daa & study in the area of
aM _t-hat- minor _ inflect;qns 1n .’gpeech,

aeibert' By
. Book

m the ﬂooz;..
(Hew !erka MeGraw-Hi11

s 4% ‘the. faﬁt tha*b thare vas 1o prewtesta of thé interview o
dchedule basause of the time fegtor dnvolved, soms of the questions hed
more than. the arbitrary five percent refussl rave. Goods and Hatt:

- at any: quest&en for which the refusal rate is ever five
percent sheuld be reveved for wording or dropped m:n the sohediley
wunam J,. Goode and Paul_ aa_, Methods of Sccial Reséareh (Neuyorks




1% is quite posaible that in contro- the sanple 4n this manner,

there was a feedbaok fram the eontml group to the pris ¥y gemple of

Mdamentalists and Oatholdes ’,By ehance,\ there were times, vhen a .
Cathene hm:sehcld was interviewed, when- the homaehold 16 the right. of
mat ca*bholic household tury

ed out to be a fundamentalist fmily Af.
no time elid a fundamemalist hougéehold reply 1'69 vieus ef the Gag.holie

Churoh had been :nodiﬁed by 1iving next to a catholic Lanilys ;herre

wore a few 1natané‘és in which ooiments: uere made that catholica werénw
80 bad, they just: didnot understand the evils of the catholie church.

1 a fundamentalist happaned o be picked up m tho control groupy his
voting regﬂ.stratien Vas checked; abd if he were a registered veter, he
 vag inclnﬁed in. ther findan

talisy categery in the senples During tha
tvo weelns dnring which the interv&ewing f»eek plaoe, n' a deaignated

mpped, 'Ihere was algo & fairly h.igh refusal Al ,'i'..;i‘ten pereenwuhmh' .

ebuld be attributed to the faot that Engene has ’been mmamplea‘ and
.tM.s has led 20 & hesitaney on the. part of the responden‘hs to answer*'

Sarding vatina inteutien,, .When the sampliag was. 09@91959@!-

 Pourth or nm‘ ’tma thoy had been intorviewed in-the pééf year.' mre |
vere also ingtanses when tho household in question refused to be

interviewsd sinté - t&xey gtated that they hed prerviously sutmitted 0. - |
| be:‘mg interviewed an& that it had taken too mueh ef 'bheir time. .




respondents had Bidi

\\\\\

421 peaple bad been intervieved of these 42% 158 were ﬁmdamentalﬂ.ste,

and 23 had no religieus praference. o weeka after the eleet:lon '73 whe
wore members of ﬁmdementalist churéhes and who were alsa ﬂemacmta '

Mors than Balf of the i%ems vhich vere used in the pegtielestio
study of this gtwp of 73 were takén from the mp :
Questiomaire and fiem Mmgriden Jotin

'-'-.j‘:Vemén Personality
1 Of.her ftens. pes R B

antis past voting behavior vere imluded in the pes';f_;:;jf{
questdonnatre, Also taoluded vere items 1 detemine vhothor the -
“ tuied theiy views as to tha per:us of having 8

ca‘ahalia i’or president, and whether or not thev thought the eleotien

had been cenduc’hed fraudnlently. fThe péstséleetion m.emmm ves

eoﬁdmted £xom r:ovember 47 %o Dasember 20 by éne interviewers
ona of the p_gf" ary objests of thﬂ.s study hpa been o aetem.tne

vhat the canmxmmg faotors ere that. 1nfluemed. me regiaterad |

.',k

"meiz test‘,vaa sonstrusted for the measurément of six valussi

' ) 2y Boonemie 3. Assthetis: 4y Soedal 5y Political
s Only thode questions relating to the measufemont of

5 taken from the test despite thé wam:lng that separate

questions should not be taken cut of the context of the whole testy

The reascn for this was that thérs have not besh tests eonstrusted for-
the purpose of medsuring religion aloney Usdng dbut a part of the
Aldport test vag g gubstitute medsurey - The: tegt was primapdly = - -
eenstructed so as 10 be givén to students at a dollege edugational
lovels: The test wes modified when used in the posteelestion m*:ewiem

4n order %o make 4% easier for those people who have lower than: a

college education level to understands . Allport; Vernén and’ Iaindzey?j{,
¥ of Yalu (Bra ed. rev‘; Bos‘bon: Hough'hon Mfﬂj_n aomm‘ 196




voters of one parﬁy to voté for the oandidate of anather party.' Asan -
' j_fn'tansts wha vsire roglstered DemOemts

example. over 60 of t,he
'wted, aeemingly ¢n religioua grounds ,1 f@r the Republﬂ.ean candidate for
preaident., The 1e>t.ters which wore. sent 16 the editor ot the local
"ﬁ".f',yzed, ‘and an a’&tampt made £ i
which the wmem of thése 'lewem'reoeiveﬂv Hhgiy womauon, | Antde
catholic literai:__'[“}f‘ ‘vay. collected and an analysis done 6 b6 vhother
the -_f?aéts‘ssr‘ Hged- accurate oF 06ty and & datsrmine wet kinds of
b -mads’ against Both Presidenwleot John Kennedy end the

Gathioldo czmmha Qusdtions relsting to the antiat:athone 1iterature $o

s&e if it had had an effeet on tha respondent"s vating intention were .

-1nc1uded in thd pre»eleetien questie‘ nidrey Sinee all of the |

":’ate the som'oes from

.neuspaper uere a

respondents, vi.th the emeption of the canmsm groups, have very

close relatienships uith thefsy cf":" Fehos ; net only by going to ehumh o

Sundays but also by belonglng o d.tfferant social groups which ara

‘ohurch»cennected, the minist.ers' attditudes. regarding the genaral |

eleetion aiso became ef int.eres‘c., Sevweral of Ahé o hes wsre visited

deseription o€ voting ‘behavier ot the presiden'tial
in' the. chapter whioh 13 demted %o t»he; emalysis

6&' the dataa cellee

il




on SWFB, and connnents by thair min:lsters ware. raeoréed. I'eams uere

. ministers? cemenﬁs had any infmnee on vot.'mg behavior; L

i ght have Anflbericsd: voting behavior have ‘besh atuﬁied, 1% 13 folt.-
% ¥ in particular seom 10, nse

that sinee the fundmem.'j 1451 °h1m:h s

their chumh as a reference gmrup £or their behavior. lettera %o 'ahe
ny of these. quote statem@nts from axatiacatholio lﬂerature),
ing: the elec-ﬁon-agd antis .

edtor {ma
ministers‘ cwments in their semons nogas
Catholde | utemmre are thrée of the pore. orbent: fae%rsiﬁ

|

I




Stoy ) Sy

'.rhey,are no.u ﬁke the reat éf‘ usp Ono: naver knous whati they
o thinking, Who knm. .they may t.ake ordemfrem ‘Regio oF |
-even Mb&ﬁﬁ?o R W kRl :

déys and has.a oirculation of about w,m., The paper Aabels &tsalf
indepondents hwmr., 14 has Ropubliean 166 ningsy hav ing supported |
aliost the entire Republican Hekst dn the 1960 goneral. sleotdon; 'In "

. on oivil l:lberties; the

.antiacath;‘-’f}cism meh nandfested meu in ths c;i’ nindty against 5

résant years the newspaper has ":'_‘ "_ .".." tands

fhe eanors.al pags;of 2 paper 15, of emnse, e ssotion dn whifeh
the eddtor ean expmss his vieus.; Rea&ers, 1:: the past gare
4 tha editoriel page of & netaspaparg ﬂ.t: ‘vanked right behind the




front page and the sports seéw.on in. Mportanca in the eyea of the o
svery some eﬁitora have dzlseaxwdea the

reaaers. n revent yeam 9, how
editorial page eompletely besavse of the lack of mwmv dﬁsplayeﬂ by'
the readers, Other eéitors and: newspapemen, rather than dropping the
editorial pages of their newspapers; triea % deveioplnéw wchniques
and approa.ohea in order to rastore the reaﬂers intemesvl‘» ;m “the

howeds ,ter celnmha,
vory insignifiodnt sorner of the

titorial somentay

prered, hewever, that. éno of" the
081 tive mothiods of mreasing interest in the e&x‘?_':"‘i’ &l page is
ot shly %o prenote mwrs-tmthfif:‘ii tor golimns but alse to agree or

- divagrée wi‘oh the lettem from the

1942 a suivey Qf thirty midwa*&am newspapers was eonducted, and’ it viag
foumd that otters

; te ‘the edito:r we raad second only

¥ to load bews
storfes, Tn many of the newspapers: the tailwaswagg the dog sinse
the lettersstouttisnsdi o

ditor soluwing ware more oT;’.".",’"j_'f-

efttortel eolimns themsslves,! The Hugena Beglster-Guard nay be

.b?hile me.ny ; |




- “4ssuss of the dmyc
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‘print letters that« discuss mngaoua and’ raeial

a&opt sueh 4 peliey ia erder to biring.

Con the electa.on guestio

neuspapars read vas includeds The raenlta of the data are: found in

i - that these le'btera san disrupt the hamarw and

of those respoadents of whom réad »’:‘f"."»"'f

This 1s cme indiaa%ion that :1t is poaeible mt the F\mdam R

T g




Table 2%

Kﬂ.nds of Newspapers Bead by Cathelies; "»Regulat
o Protestan*&s and andamentaliats .

Fondamentalist ca«nnonc | Protestants

Eind of Nevspaper 'A

o Mpossible to;'ascertain whether théy Wore pro-c-c&'eholic or anmﬂcatheue;.
eev'enty.xiine pertained to eit-her cat.hola.cism per se or 10 Jahn Kennedy‘s
' Gatholieism.

Th 'f_"-‘fr»tuo of thiése lettex-s were direc*b attaeks while
fortyh-ene were, answers to antia-Cathol&e lettersa ene m:!.g,b‘t be 1ed to

assuis t.haf. these f‘orgsr-one 1etfers vere pr_' =fatholie 3 ".‘:'_er, such an

' -aasmption would be fanaeiws‘ Abmﬁs’. i"
antiqeatholie at'

; ‘,of the 1etwrs: answemg

ks:fcame from Ga’bhalics answering quest ons' abouﬁ




7

their faith zdhile the. other half damé- fram Proteatants who wanted it to
/ be kmown that not all Pmtestants were religiously orjented 1:1 their
voting hehaviara m aﬂdi't.&on to the thirty-two anti-catholic 1etters

mm loeal reaiaents, fm latters came ether segtions ef the
°°“’“"'Ya L . )

| me cénteats ef au the letters gent w the 15 tensthy xdy b
puhlished and nnpnblishe& eomspendeme, were f .'

as deseribeﬁ m Tables 2-.2, 2:3; o 2&1.. By ieekmg ot Table 2-2,,
which is an

: _f',zle of the antiacathelic lettera, 1t can be eeen that.
the a‘l«mngesﬁ point made {35% of the

14 fhea lotters and 33% of the

| anpubuehed lottors) was that the- Gatholics are nw persesuting - |
Protestants in South hoorica and/oF the Uy s. and/for S einy About 60%
of the mm»cathom lettar Writers believed ‘that either the Pope

uould dxotate policy to Kenne&y or that raligﬂ.ous liberty Hould be. lost
if a catholic were eleoted pres.tdent. charges sunh a8, theae are vary
hard te reﬁxte beeanse they are so nebuleus £ tha r'eg

3 ;s 1s that the

"ant:l-bﬂ.gats” are alwaya placed 1n the . dei‘ensi‘va peaitien of having to
ansver ebsa*nre charges wﬂhout being abie. to take & smng poeiwre _‘

., How by looldmg at Tahle 2-3. one dah se6 how thé. "anti«ebigota"

. r..,.iA R A T L T

1'1\:0 of thase latters came fx'om Pennaylvanm.,g one’ from Maasaclmsatte,
¥ > Repigtor-Guard p ,‘". ‘bed none of 'bhe le'btera

fz'em outslde of @regana"




TABLE 242
contéﬁ nalysis of Anti-Catholde Letters Sent to the ’mw

Qantent

published (17)
B0 Z*

unpublished (%gl

ﬁanan Gathalio Ohumh equated
with. Bamunism o

loss of religieus liberty if a
Catholio 15 elected president

foar that POpe W11 dictate policy

to: Kennedy

Catholics "good people" bt the ;
Church ia bad

hieterie peraeeution of the
Protestants by the Catholic crmrch

present Cathalic perseoution of

Protestants by the ca‘oholic Church

| defense of local PGAG meeting

personal experience of ca*bholic
treaehery . N ,

Enights of Gol\nnbus as a secret organe:

ization devoted w destroylng
Protegtants

‘catholics associated with mincrity

Gatholie intent to. take over couni;ry

if Kennedy eleoted: president

Catholic ﬁaw of Protestante as heretice ‘t 6

Prctestant right to Vote on religioua

papal 1nfal]abil$.ty

hiding of the tmth by Gatholics
in the arthives of Rame :

dofense of right to be a ”Bigot"

BRE

. g 4
“Hany of the lotters disoussed xnore than ane .'uasue 3 therefore the to_tal
percent of all contont adds up to more than one htmdred percent. i

__a..z-

7

T

27




Sene t.o the wm'

e Gontent ._ mmushed (26) dnpublished (15)-

Konne "'*s promiae as pmident ‘ -
hecause of his resord 2 8

ablé mntary st;»-i".-"-*-ce randered by o
Catholies. . . | ' N

oppasiﬁicn to bﬂ.gotry o ' 3 12

depmmg of mAn religionsﬁpontical | o
ohange an catholic attitude since o IR
sotirces: of anti-icatholio Uterature R
beld to be dnacotirate or tllogioal v -4 2 13

attacks on epeoiﬁa antﬁuaathom e L
letter writers | L NN I R

i

quotés from B&ble to support. view T
1ntolerame 18 unchristian 1T 4 L2 13
conoept of seperation of ehiireh and. o . o
statebe&ngdestmdbyveungcn. .
reltgion. - 2 8 a2 3

eqnaﬁng t:f anti~ca‘bhouoa vit.h :

. 14 2 ?3

ﬂMany of the lettera discusaed more then: one iaaue 3 theref.‘ore the total :

percent of. all content ‘adds up to more than ene hundred pement.

'Table ‘2-;-2 " céatihuaa’-‘-nm "'F s




publishea (26) un}mblished (15)
W ﬁ” SHSES..|- TSNS, S

peint out that. Appling is Gattisle % & 1T a

eiting ef other éountries whioh have
Catholic. heads of: state without , : e
Proteatan;,'perseeution ' 3 2 2 B

Kannedyheldtobenopnppetomee PRI
or of the Gatholic Sinu'ch A 15

intent to vote for Kennedy to ca‘unter-»
acttheeng athold ; C .

attacks' distrlbutors of anti.. .
Gat»holio G

- view that"it mal.:eai "no difference 'bo
the_ Pape hat

Ths Masonio Lodge attack on. Kennedy B R
held ‘to be unjustified R A R

eiﬁng of - anecdot.es comeming perscnal
experiences with Catholics, to point ewt
the fact theya!‘e 800& moyle S ST R SR 4

explanation of the eoncep’c of SRR
papal infallabi '-Wé. v 4

Ma discuased more than ene iasue; therefore hhe total
pereent, of .all content adds u,p to more, than one hundmd pe b




answered the antincatholic charges. It is interesting to not«e that

thers was ne comarted rep.'gv, ‘but rather &, shotgm seattsv approach was

nsed with each f1emer umem having to rely oft his pume logic to |

answer the anti—cathanc lettersa, The anti-eathonc letter uriters
used ofﬁcaialneomding aoementaﬁea1 for their fasts as evidanced hy
Table 2»1.; s.t 19 fer this reaaan that there 48 ¢

nanind ty in their
_ charges» It 1s mteresting to: note that m of the publj.ahed lett;ers
27% of the un;mblism letters of t.he anti-ﬁcatholie letter uriters
v.rene defending 'bhe Fhght to be a "bigot.," Perhaps the reaeon for this

ie that the ;‘-f.tl}j;-‘i"gmzs affilﬂ.ation of the presidenﬁal oandidatea m the

only relevant 1ssne uhich theae people Hay employ to come te conee 8

their vot,ing; Beeause this 1a -8n mtene.ble poaition, theae people are '
foreed ta rationauze tha basis ef theiy vbts,ng behav&or; then the more
vocal ‘of theae peOple then write their v:iews 1o the nswspaper to have
:them publiahed“ Dol | S

Very utue"‘resemh has been dcme on the type of perscn uho

mrn.es letters to the edimri and no rasaareh has been done as 0 hew

axpreesive of genaral pnblic opinien a letter to the editor reany 19.
a{‘l‘arrant dia a study 1n Eugene m 1955 and 1956 of

fons b 'e been taken, It has beep euggeste& ;that 11‘ a
forinel organization had’ materialized during the presidenﬁal ampaign
! ) the anti<Catholie propaganda with ‘dountér-propag the
""antié- igots" wauld have been able t.o eonduct & much more effee,




TABLE 24

‘Sources of Information which AntixCatholies Quoted in
: their Letters-ﬁto—theaﬁkiator e

Sme B pubnahed (10) | nnmxblished('?)

Catholds eneyclopedias 2 20 2 | 28
Papal encyelicals P | L 10 g ) 28
Pratestant. B!.’olea 3 .
Syllebus of Ermrs

Foreigz 1anguage newapaperaa
ro=ta thclie books

| - . | 3@; g 43
Gatholic Qtﬂ'hechism - N 1 | o 10 T
Anuﬁcamnebw‘a EE 2 30

Catholde: magazines R S " T

Quotes ot' Catholic priesta R S el
or biahops T o EEETRE . 7
“8one 1etter9‘f have used more than one sourca; -thére!bré the pementage :
totals: : re,,than on Ihlmdred parcent. , UL T S
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‘ths, letters %o the eds.tor of the Buperio Ba yr Guand 1 Mis Tarrantts

conah:siens were. that peopie wlio wrote lettem to the editor "uere
found to ba better educated; less mebila, nore. religiens, more maﬁure,

more self;r;"j'f'- j’_‘-_: 'f,sﬂave,, better read, mOrS: indivzaualiatie 2 and xmwh alder

than ‘bhe 'average citizen' 62 Mr, Tar:'ant alsa eeaae to- the eoneluslon

"tk more Republicens Mte etters %o the Raplstensgy i

."."jﬁrats 3 the assooiate editoy substantiated this and said that of the

let'bers received, those from the political right outnumbered theae from
po! i';-evment that writers of letter-itwthe-
ey ‘-.:_“_‘s;tves “than thie genem' pnbli'a; aiid 1%

er—@gm and why do They Ur&te b em?" (\mynbnshed

tiony Schoel of Jsurnalisin, University of Oregon;
M Tarrant did a study of the lotters submitted

rd. for publication botween November 1; 1955 and .

- Durf 1 ‘this time 330 lottors hed been submitted to

‘for publication, -Tarrant selected 189 letters ©

"through ' pmgess. _iof sampling; the group _of‘:}189 vas sent & madl ‘.

ro: nmberecl 109.,_.._ Lo

who had Wil nbu & ﬁ,ngle lettar in the zaix menth ger:l;_

-] ."tt 8 1n‘ ’this period,wand ’




among ohe 1etter uriters thaa among the general pnb.‘l.ﬂ.c, Bus:’mess

mmera and retired peeple are dieproportionately mr-represented 1n
thets expresslm of opinton in le%ex-s to the eaﬁorﬂ

In some of the anﬁ«cath;

Gonmmism«

aslt;. how doms t.here are more comuunists in Ca, olie

. demingted: eeuntries ‘than anwhere in the world? Why is
‘communism flourd hing in It , the seat af Cathouaism,
in“Cuba and ?eland? CoLe ;

Another laM',ar was sent unsigned to the Ecutor ef the e S

7 'i,g old Voter“e

now but, fust e
_ but would: Vot
X knw_.m/

zhxblished let'ter to the mﬁ.tor of the

ﬂeteber 25’
1960,

. 3Unpublished letter to the Editor af the opQuard,
Septembar 29, 19605 '




In both 1etters the Catholic Church and its members are equat-ed. in the
vriters? minde, uith thé worst pessible philesophy; Gcmnnism.( 18 these
tuo 1et'bers represent only twe "crackpof.s" who were. cempletely unaware
of the strong anti«ccmmmiat gtand the catholic Chureh had taken even

before the Russian Revalution, the ratianality of a block\ of antﬂ,\_-i

Cathélde voters would niot be held so aeverely in questiona HWOVer,

the first letter quoted (s.n reply to Ay E,( G'Mara) was mtten by the

wife of the president ‘of the E.:gene ehapter of "Protestants and other
Americans for the 8epamtian of Chun

sh and State? (POAD)s * I£ her
‘fallaeious ressoning had besn disseminated only

gh-one lone lebter
6 the local newsmper, 1% would be of little concem; hwever, she was
in the poaition o reinforae her argwnents at. lecal mset.ings of t’-ha

POADS: Whereas roaders of the 1ettere—;.',;af.th‘f _‘,"'f!'tor column might pay
but nttle attention t.o a Mrs; X @8 8 moulaer of publie ‘opiniony her

pesition of 1ea.aex~ah1p within the POAT 1eads t6 hér assumin

the r@l_e
of an authority; In the instanse of Mrs; 25 status 4s ‘coﬁfei‘réd upon
her beoause she ig the wife of the léader of an active ant.t«vcathélie

" .organization;, Admittealy enly a very small perceni:age of the readers

1cecu A, cmab, in a study 6f leaderahip has ma that the
elovation of an individual to a position of leaderahip will be more .
dependent upon the nature of the group and its purposé than upon. the '
personality of the individuali The choigs of a Ieadar 45 determined
by the status cf indiviﬂual menbors with mgard to_the ai,ms of- *c:ha -
groups "The Analyuis of leadershipy” fmm Tho Study of leadership; -

edy O G- h S € , i3
Printers and Publishers Ine,. 1958), page 141;
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of the 1etfé':'~sstb;the'-édit6r' é-éimm.cér‘ea aware, of her. é‘tat\is;buﬁ .phe:
was able- to reinfome the overt anti-ﬁatholie behavior af thia small
minor.tty. : .

in about 8 third of the anti-»Cat.holie letters sent to- the edi‘wr,
quotations fram the acripturee were cited as well as qnatations fmn
the Roman Gatholic Eno; f'»'l

edla, the Cateshisn of Christian Boetrine,

and _p_a_:; E‘ac ucal.m T additien 1o these Beurces; obacure foreign
nawepapers were oi‘beda ‘bo enpport ‘hhe ant&~0atholic attimd The

anthors of theae lettera weré cantacted ang ehalienged as > the ;l
“’:'Tty of their aoumes; wma the exoéption of one man uho claimed

that he had apent several evenings in ‘the Univerdity of Gregon Libmry
"ﬁn’ding ‘mxt thie. 'faé'ts"- before he fpenned hi-s 'letter; t-he an%ifa@atholi‘e'
1etter vriters had uaed as the:lr sonrces of inforviation anti«-Cat.hono
tracts . These people a]se admitted - that they had quo’oed varbatim ﬁ'om
thase traotss - Hhile these people aoted sincerely seeklng to educate

| seciety a8 ‘to. the perils of Gaﬁmlicism, né: infomation disséninated

ia, by deﬁnition, propag&nda." The' intentional propagandist

value ina soeiety a‘b a p,_ rtienlar time. Eis deﬁnition of yropaganda
is tho attempt to affect the porsonalities and t6 e¢ontrol the behavior .
of individuals towards ends oonéidered xmscientiﬁe or. of doubtful B
value in a soeiety at.a i ubl pinton ¢ 7ande
(Nev York, Henry Holt €

that' t.his mara wre has doubtm vam vithin society 'at ms tinsy




dsliberately attenpts to control the behavdor of a group of individuals.
Ho operates in sush a fashion that some feste dre grossly exaggerated

if doing 80 sorves his o purpose, and otheiv‘ fééifs are m‘fkrﬁiﬁi‘ze& 62?
often times 1gnored completely. The pmpagaadist of ten resorts %0
diatortion of material . %he changa of & woz'd here or the bringing

| %ogether of tue qu.te &iﬁ‘erent meas held by the same person 1n order
- to fotm a hybria ié.ea whieh will eonfem 3 the ends the propagandiss

is trying to aeueve. Tbe mintantﬂ.anal pmpageudist (ﬁm this caae ‘the
Totter writer) may be absolved of the sharge that he 15 an insincere '
pereon. He devvutly believes in uhat he is doing andis, 1n fagt,.; .

unable ‘t.o reeognize the propagandzstic role hé 15 play:

7ings: Because he
mission, he can conse:iovsly approve the use of mialeading devices for

EC) posaessed by the gense of self ﬁghteousneas in mn";ffj; 4

eonv'erts to his causeﬁ

the purpose of obtainf’}‘j

'rhe group of pos 1ple uho wmte antiaeatholic 1etters Yo the

g4 te uand reinfome their e\m anti-—cathelic feolings by urﬂ,ting the

IR




by writing letters to the editor, Those who d4d benefit, however,
wroto their letters for the i’éii’b‘u-ing” thiree- reasons 4 (‘1:) a *fé'e"iihg of
having perfomed & goctal obligation, (2) x‘elease of tension, and (3)
persenal eatisfaotion and egmﬁzlfillment. A maJQ,rity of all the

v tY by m’iting
1etters.1 Undoubtealy, after the first three or four anti-—Catholie

letter writere folt they were beneﬁtting thio. et

letters vere printed in the Regldten “Quatd; an d¢celerator offect.

operated which broaght about en :mereese 1n the fiumber of peaple uhe

were wiild g to e.dvocata an. anti.w(tathelio position publicly. A mimber

of expex"-iments' have bsen carried ‘out showing ﬂhat- the greator the.
axtont to which ether peaple egree with onefs: opa.nion, the greater his

&4 correc‘tmess and the greate‘z‘ ‘the stability of the opinion.
When discrepaneies of opinien arise among members of a gr‘oup,
movement directed tovard the radwt&on of thé numbers of disorepancies

tes32 Although the asgelérator
effect which tended to assure the letter writer of the "righticusness™

may ceme about ’ohmugh :eroup dynanies;

of his pusitien c:perated oft thoge whe supported tha anti-mtholic
,pasit:lon, it alao applied o the others, who had written in carlier
deploring bigotryy

1Tarrant, By ,g__., page 122y

23tanley Sohachter, The Paychelogy of Affiliaticn (Stanford
Califomia, Stanf University Prese, 195‘_,, )5 page Ay




)

The letter writérs who answered the anti-Catholde oharges were;
for the most party "first time" Jotter writers: 4 minority of thém
were Catholics who wero defending their religionj the Hajority were
Protestants #mo '. deplored the bases: upon vhich ‘the, anti«-cathouc : greups
were going te vote at he presidential leveh |

I don't suppese that anyore who has decided to vote against . -

catholicism by voting for Nizon éan hate ‘bl mind uhanged,

but we aren't all so bigoted and I hope that there sre those

who realize that this attitude hurts thé protestant churchesa-

hurte the countrywsand imperils the chanees for. leadership -
by ‘c.his country oi‘ the frée uorld. 5.

Tvo: af the letter m’itera had sush etrong aon ",f.':'j‘,'*bions egainst the anti«

catholic gronpe .’m the eommxnity and their ratienale fer voﬁng at
the preaidential lgvel ﬁaaﬁ they sta'hed they were go&ng & vote fer

. Kennedy, déspite the fack that: they wore. Repvblicans-,- salely on the

basis that sume ‘other people wére going to vote against him on
religiaua gmun&s‘ ' -

The letter uriters uho ccnsidered t.hamselves “antiﬁigote“ Were)

posit&on vé.th regard 40 the Gathelic Ghumh,, Thia we&kened 'bheir

 position beoauae before onie charge eould be refnted, anothss’ aoeusatian

had already beeén maﬂe.\ n one instance only were ‘the. 80 cailed “anti»

31 1960.

thblmheﬂ 1etter 0 the Edﬁ.tor of the PP
20* 19&0 R "




bigots® able to go. fram & defensive position to that ef an affens{iﬂé onéy

The Governor of Oregon, Hark Hatfield, Republican, ha.d come from a
consemtive protestant Baptist bac"""

and was hnded by the

Fundementauet churchu, gm‘ups es a Cﬁmuan politioﬂ.an with 'l;heir point

of view on religionl 'Ihe Seoratary of State . Howell Appling Irs 18

Repubncan j vas a’'good friend of I«Iark Hatﬁeld (he had ‘appointed him %

the Beoretary of State position when 4t besaie Vacated originally) and

they apoke vory vell of each other publicly. ' Mr. Appnng was, s however,
| in @& yery untenable p@sitﬂ.on in the 19 eleetion. He was: coming up.

:30.1' resoléction in & year hen & caishenc vas i

mning for pmsidem,
Mr, .Ap’pliag was a‘ls-e' a c%’athoiia and realized that e’trongf anﬁacathélié
fooling might manifest ftoolf in ‘an eleetien on the gtate level sines a
large black of voters in eregcn had been sen&iuzed to the' "@atholic
mena.ce.“z Mr, Applﬂ.ng‘s rengim affiliation vas o well»kept secrot
with but a very small percantage of the popnlation (in the sample of
421 people only 5.5% knew that Appldn

vias & cathalic) being aware of
his relin. @n Gctober 31 of 1969, the follwing letter vas aent to
oot d and published. - "

1ayegonian, (Portland, eregm) i June 29, 1952, pages 1.,-5, magazine
Seetiono :

21n Ghapter /. 44 w4l b shown that this 1s emuy what happened.-
Antimeatholio feeling manifested 4lself in a local circ\ﬁ.t ,mdge racéy:




&

ailing against the elcction of a Catholie to the
P:"'é's‘idency, leslie M, Scott‘. tates in a bulletin to. 65“
follow Masons that ‘Ytho Roman’Ci tholic priegthood seeks -
pe.’d.tical power in Ameri 4 Yube ;
power? they regtrict and p
Would Mr, Scott end thosé

viewpoint alsp bo .as. conserned about: réstrictions and.

persecution. oi the gtate level through the election of
.. Catholic Howell Appl:lng as 8ecretary of State? - - ,1.

hel :his nonsensical

mo at
posttion of taking the offensive, but. u was &1l to so avail, No

: The "anti»bigots" were thvs able ta put. t.hemselves final

. replies fso the lemer came from the anti»catholio groupy and the ”anti-
bigots™ did not follow up thelr poeition that hed besn established ,.
when Mr. Appling’e Gatholicism wes unveiledu

There has. been no st:udy done as %6 hov. representative the view af
letters o the editor are: of the wtal po;mlation ef a commnnity. 'i‘he.
poutical right in- Bugene 18 mich more strongly represented in the

J,_.e.tte.ra_,-,etq-.»;-- -'_-t.oz' celum than is the eenter . or the politdcal lef'b.

Iu the past 'thém have been g;fggnized letber.writing- zo-amfi_f,f{-@sv to the
Boglstor-Guerd in. order to m

ify the strength of & emall 1nterest
group. In same large Fastern newspapers the 1etters to ‘tshe eﬁitor v:hieh

’ newsp&pers' editorial standy. The sssociate editor of the Re “

M dénies t.hat this has ever happened m reeent times 4n- Eagene,
 Reo evidence ia available that either the antiq-catholic wx‘itera or the

i s

 Tpublished létter to the Biitor of the ReglitersGu

axr ’ October 31’1




ntiadigot® viitors woro ovgandsidy ol e 080 pointe 0 ¢
spontanaus xmga to clusato tho publie cither to the 431 ¢Pfsto of
Catholioden or to the £ ":?{'f sious voaseuing of the "bi tio attenpt
£ o 2obtars %o tho BAfter par oo ob
tarviow vith e mubjosts, the

kel mwer b hed sben tho mwm -1 w

alvos nsy bave kel tat 1tsie dng &0 voting |
eine to tha tntereste o any ene grevp sy have hest

dnforeing ogont fer othey eﬁueammt, or w o m;e,,
Wﬁmﬂma Wi&# Gpi‘w of tha £ _",:ﬂ t&m‘k the- "mﬂabiggﬁaﬂ m

_':: to lattere sent $o the m

adn belng dzeaemmmq he message ag o
ntisbigoto,” oven 4f magnified, might have eactly falien oo 4

oirag msg o 4¢ pot vart % $nodoto it theds cum bolbel oyotas




The. main valns of the 1ettera-to+the—Editor column is that it is a
very inexPensive 1nstrument with uhich to reach & large mass of people, ,
Howaver, the most 1mportant function of the column is. that it is often
theught by the commnnity to represent*the vieus ef a sizeable

poyulation, whether 4% acw ,4f{ dees or noﬁQ




III¢ CHURCH ME!BERS AHD mm LITM‘UKB A

»"He canhot apgg ein. _
centrol the eonventiona ‘and primaries; as well as the . .,
nominationss The nan-Oatholies stm are in the majorityy
But they must be instricted and warned; and that takes times
Begin bow,. Protestants beldeve in nij_;-; V5 Gatholics are
taught. to believe in m:thori,ff'.- andsmy®

gy employed in any poutical oampaign 1s almoat

without emeption the detef" t'_{? t of whether a siate of candidates or a
?sing’lev éaﬁd:lda’te villbe electedto 'p\ibu‘é 61’25;663‘ In ordeér tb-

mob:!.lize efteo'bively & body of voters fro ve'be on the basis of religiong

- ‘certain campaig: devices have %o be aocepted and others have to bo

rejeeted, all on tb.e baaia of ®ost. per effeotiveness. - ":
Antiq-cathouc li'eerature or propaganda was employed almost

exelusively by some ohumh groups to aetivate their church membership

%o vote on the basis of raligion{ Gther groups used anti-‘catholic

| nterature £ conjmtion vith ot.har pontical oampaign practices S.n

order to motivate ah anti«Catholdd vote, It is for these: reasona-rtha

1& M. Steaéish, “Ebwathedra Ly report put into leaflet f‘orm
(Portland, Ovegoné The Church Speaks,» no daté)s Congresswoman mith
Groen, John ¥, Konnedy's campaign manager for Oregen; said that
300;0 m of the "Expathedra™ leafléts had been printed and distribubed
not anly in Oregon ‘but thmughout the United States. C e




i

streng x-e ¥
that in the present s"l V

strong emphasis is given to the field of
anti=Catholic li*&erature

. In t-he present study 11'. vas ferund that 61% of -the f\m&amentalist
. c) h/

answerec! that the helzlgious a.flenation ot‘ the

: presa.dentdal candidate would inﬂ;uence their vntd.ng behavior for or |
agaimt “the oandidatea In sotpart on, only 8% of the catholiea and 13%

: Premstants“ (ather than ihe t\mdamentaust sects)

. answered tﬁat their voting fer the prasidential cte weuld be- .

inf'laemed by the candidate'a religiow affiliation. %e question

of the nre

TABLE 3-*1

Mmaﬂns 01? cmmms WHO STATED THAT- THE mm:cns
mnmmn OF THE PRESIDENTIAL GANDIDATE WOULD. -
AFFECT THEIR TOTING FOR THAT cmmm:

i Yedy cWeuld' - Hey Would Not
-fec'b Voting Effeet Voting Bon't an
. | Nm*

“Pz‘otestante RIRE CEREL B
xvo Ghuroh vaet._ o4 1T 19 83

_;e on ma!.l and handbills 4n attanpting o inﬂueme voterse-
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s ihat etimali evoked a voting respemse based on religious
aoctrine rather than on politiesl ideoloy?" It has been shown that
0lmrdh af

‘tion is more than & refereme point for moral behavior;
1% can also bo @ rei‘emnoe point for eleat&on instrus tionss A study B
on w detemine w vhieh

was' conducw in the state of wasf ;"'f-"

organization (m the aommmny) seaned 5 be the de‘bemine.nt as to
- vhether the peopla wnld turn to 1t er nbt for aﬂvice. : The Pretestant
" Ghureh and the Gran

o were 'hhe two groups to which peOple referred to

4 'I‘he peﬁple who beleng o ‘bhe TR

 vAth the greatest frequency.
" pen t sects seenﬁngly are more ha@ly oﬂen‘ted to thair ohurch

than are members of other Protestanfa dejj_“j;' j‘f}’ it tiénas | The fundemerita
go. to chumh on Sunday meming a.nd attend prayer meeting on Snnday

oventngsy, . ! During tho 544d1s 6f the Vesk thére isy more ‘often than B0ty

a chnreh secial, ‘and Fﬁday n&ght is ‘a’ t‘avtarite Por B mana* snpper. .On

‘Satmﬂay night the ahildren attend a-!outh«-for«(}hrist ':j’-:‘_:«.‘f

loaking at. ’I'able 3*2; one can gee. tha% w of the 5% .

soey T114hod e
Iane has also c’ 19 ‘to the canel*usion that
for membership polits.cal ‘aetion 19

(b) democra.e progr ermine

pesitive
with high palitioal ﬁontent.




Ry
’IABLE 3-—2

GRGAHIZATIWS HHIGH HEMBERS
: OF THE 'SAMPLE BELONGED '1‘0

Organtsatiéns - o Ccoo ol o o6 Ghurh

Doos 1ot belong to | - B o G
an organigation 6'7 m 39 28 35 35 . A3
"'4'“”'60-ﬂ‘*q‘-“*hch&@”ﬂ"“““’*”

Religious ,\"_. % 9 26 ‘19 5 5 .0 0
Reldglots end Labor 2. %+ 7 5 o 90 0 0

‘Reldglous axid T T P T P
Professtonal. -1 3 ‘2 43 e o0 o

B.aligious and/or - .
. . Civie: and/or R T DL S
Fratormal | o 7. 18 B3 3 U0 0
'Beligieua and/or
Professianal and/or e o R SENETI
Fraternal . . A .3 9 6. 0. 0 -0 0
'1'4'-'-3-,.'5 qga-o—u--pq&*na’n”np..-dynﬁq-&ﬁ*

taba#‘!'" ',;° Lg7 SE NS L. 1 3 L8 LT T, 60 26

Givic and/or T S ST T

Profesaional an& o e Tl T e

0
profebstonal ;-.agfé;u;égjﬁ"%éflﬁﬁﬁly};a
Bun,t Knaw 1;wti;ff;a~‘r:~~-- ST T . | !

0" e e | e e 0" 0

“Religioﬂs r'arganizat:!.ons are not deﬁned as churchés' pev se, howver, o
] ' : : : in: th ca‘tegory auoh as;

Protéstan’b ‘C!in'm‘hes:, S




mémbe¥s but only ‘:s% ‘of the other Protestant sests’ belong to formal
religious organizations (this e:mludes Shurches per ge: althou@ the-
' ‘rganisaticis cah bo organized wit‘nin the strusture. 6f the:

& sriterton % dsternine the degrse of religious orientation would
bo to measure the' ﬁédﬁewy of é‘hu'fé}i atiendance and to’ detemine the: |
importance of the role religion playa in a perscm's life, I'auas
hypethesized that there wuld bs a posiﬁ.ve correlation betueen the |
degree 40 which z'eligﬂ.on is folt tc be important 5.n en individual"s ld.fe
and olmrch attendanne. Ta,b_-le,, _3-,3_, ~whioh -represents. a measurenént of

L TABLE 3~3
- enumnmmnmcs

T S v e T o
Ghnmh Categéry e bAme e

Catholdle .- = 4 3 .8 621 15 104 ’76 137 "

fpratestant 45 15 56 56 17 47 .42.42. 100100
No Ghureh B S

 Proférees - 12 €7 633 0.0 0 0. .18 100
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TABLE 3wk

- IMPORTANGE OF RELIGION -
70 THE RESPONDENTS -

;oo 7 Netse  Sefievkat  Very
Chureh Category Unimpartant _Tmportant Important rmportant Total
T Nag % TNes F ¥ o, - #

E
cee 3 2 15 10 134 68 152“?'169
I;

cathoue‘.‘j': e o 3 2 # 9 123 887139 S
C Protestant 4 4 4 5 s &6/.6 99 9

..., No Chumh L A U TP SR R
Preforeneo 8 36 523 62’7 ] 31A 22 100

.. ehireh attendancea inﬁicates that 53% of the htalists attend

zs comeemed with j. of- the mportance of rengitm in a

person's ufe, shous that 8&% of the dar _"f'""talists consider :!eligs.om

very Mportan‘b in their livea o . ;. Aé% of the Protestanta

oonsider reugion very mpormnt, There aeems to be a vary high

rtande of religien,

._ talist
chnmh seet and & mamber of the xntemational I.adies Gamen£ wox-kers‘
'umn.‘ am members belong o orgammions mnch attempt to nwgme
'completely the lives of their members into their reSpeetive organizabions.




their nembershipy
Does 8 church's T .;... s’ i1 mimbets inply
airect relatienship to the voting habits of the membera of the
congregation? I% is hypo’ehesiaed that an§ church a8 11'. inereages its’
8 upm) 5.%3’ m&mbers v.’sil tend to. in.fluence 1ts mémbers: voting

' behavior n & similar degz-ee. Again by lécking at Table. 3:2 one sah see
that members of the Catholis Ghurch are much 0oPE chummmented than
464 of the' Catholics belonged to
: oiipared to 22% of the fundamentalist
-members 5 but.only &6 of the Catholics: maintai.ned that religicn woula
influsnce theis voting intention, ag inustrated by Table 3415 ’I‘he
temperament of fnnﬂamentalist sect membera and the leadership within

ervem the funaamentalist seot members.

.....

the ftmdamen%anst‘ ohurches are 'the o variables which ax:cmm-t for the
fact that 613 of the f\mﬂamentaust respomlents answered that religi.on
wonld .mfluence thair voting behavior. N , o
Through effective leadershﬂ.p 3.:: ﬁhe ohurch, it is quite oenceivable

that the rank and file of the clnxroh can be moldec! in'&o an effectiw
unified palitioal t‘ome. ' ' |

A question wag asked of the respondents as to whether their |
'ministers had domented on the. presidential eandidates. 31% of thé |
mudamentalists replied in the: affimtive wh:lle only 13% of the other
Proteatant respendents answered 1n the afﬁmatives It 48 k‘nwn that




st

tainehtaliste 4o mich higher than 51%37 hovever,

the ﬁémentlégé for funde
1t seamed that the respandonts were rolustant to adnit that thetr . . |
m}nister had made comments abcmt 't.hé présidential ¢andidates-

"'.;;,nﬁcan be advaxwed that it 19 the. duty of & olmrch o

edﬁcate ité membors of ‘the valus of voting zlntell.‘!;ge:r!sI;r~Q In thie way-
a ehumh vould be furthering the ideals of a Damgoradys. Several of the
m.tnisters did gtress the 1mportanee of vetd.ng, but thear reasoning
aeemed to be baeed for the most party on rengious reasons. quz emple,
on Gctober 30; 1969, at the Aasembiy of Go& Ghuroh in Ehgene, there was

eimn e = g

strees placed upon the fact that unlese the olhtlxrgh‘ n;embers votea 4
properly in the com:lng election, they might not bé able te vo’cs .‘m %he
i‘uture. The closing prayer by the minister asked, "&1 this Refomtian
Snnday, Qh Eora, give us. the wigdem when. we cest. car ballot to cross
party 11nes :!.!‘ need. ba.“ Prayer is the high peint in & raligious

gervice as %hia is the time when a man feele that he ccmes 1n’w ‘a.

1‘1’abla, .34.5 which wag eénstmcted prd ";‘L-;ly to fim:‘t m ¥ 15
fundamentalist churghes the min{sters bad commérted on the presidemiai
candidatesy ~In every church emsept tho Chiirch '6f the latter Day. Saints
and the First Christian Church, some of. the respondents admitted that
their minister hed commented on thio presidentisl candidatéss Since. that
there was bub. one respen&lent that vent to church every Sun&ay from
the Church of the Latter Day Saiints; the evidence here is very. _
inconclusive, -Howevers 1t 18 quite evident that ‘the minister from the
First Christian Church did not-corment upon the qualiﬁca‘hions oi‘ '
eithey preaidential qandidat_e.{-' A




TABLE 35

MBMBERS OF FUSDAMENTALIST CHURCHES WHO GO 70
GRHRGH EVERY SUNDAY AND WHO HAVE STATED
 THAY THE MINISTER COMMENTED ON THE
" PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES

Lo - . ¥B8 - me
w0 coumnented an did not canment N
T SeventhDayAdvemusts 3 6

_ Latt«er Day Saints 0. :»;:0'; : ]

1

, '-'.93'658, 1926)’ page 221,‘.@11 e R T o

Aasembly of God o s hoa

b
i
A
A
v
15
H
H
!

k.
IR
N




‘4t published,

53

ia able to subls.m.‘lna'tse his own political: party fdentification and cast
his vota on religiems grounds. .

On Oetober 7, 19“, ‘there vas an election eve: prayer meet.ing by
five ministers at the mrst Baptds‘h Ghlmch in Eaeene. e
strategy of having an eleotion eve prayer meating vas 10 Tresd iforce the
el'mrcb mambers' bas.ts for ve‘t&nga not party or eandidate but raligﬂ.om

;‘S'ep?}f '.,' ber 29 1960; was L high point for ﬁmdamentalist anti«- '-;
Gatholio senmnent. The PQAU (P:‘e’oestaats and @ther Ahericans ﬂnited'

't‘or the Separatian of Ghuroh and S‘hate) and seven ﬁmdamentalist

ohniry ..hes sponsored a "”_"»gio-»political rally at the Assembly of God

chm'ch in Eugene attanded by 4200 people. Some qf ‘l%heeements mede :
‘at the rally verei B - '

?An interesting sideught to the elect.ion-eve prayer mesting was

'that this author arrived at the meeting exactly one hour before the
.méeting was 16 begin and had the opportunt _
, ui’bh two minis%ers whoﬂwere‘_diacussing &'probleny There had been o

tytobemthesamewam

1 the night before condeming the

religie&politic"f*? prayer’maeting.’ end the minieters .could not unders

' atand tow the writer of the letter ccild hdve foumd cut. about the

prayer meeting in time to got a letter: %o’ the Regleter-Guard and have
They belioved that thers had beon & leak -i;n thedr
organizatian and thought that the only two organizations which could

* have gotten the information was either the Burcau of Internal. B.evenue

(thors had béén talk that éhurches éngaged in political: aetivity

o | .mgn. be investigated) or the' Jesuats from the Gatholie ch\mh.




‘he Kniphts of Golimbus and Jesuits are eoomélinating to
:eontrol this count¥y,ss « If the Roman. church gaihs -
_ascendenoy, then liberty will be losts It 15 the purpoae
‘of-the. Chirch to cenquer Anericasss 4 Our

pohsibility i3 to step over political 1i:
' 1et. a Qathalie be head of this eaunt:-y. .

. ‘Althongz veriﬁeatian would be fwpossible; 1t weuld Bot b
im] _»i".bable to cl@dma that during the midwwoek church ac‘bivi‘hies, the

f"evns of Kennedy's eaﬁholiaism" vere diseussed and that Ahe ministere
Vra-enfomed am-‘camnc fee i;fing vhenaver pessibley

| 16 has previensly been stated that the tamperament of the
f‘undament-aliat ehumh member is 4 contmmung factaor tovard hig
ausceptibiuty to manifeSt an’ai-ﬁeatholio sentiment. The current

nterature sesms ta snpport 4he asaumption that there is a c,,,;f_f
perscnality typs whﬁ.ch is attracted to ftmdamenf

chnrches ,

- Beveral -gmd;;g__s;. of qogxgersicn have,- been mada;{_f and the :cencluaidisi

hypmotiaed, dieplay noTe motor autonatioms a.nd ¢an therefare be

.classified to gons ax‘bent a8 hys " Sydney Gy Bimond has said 1u

.-"\"r.',..f-:-:»Rowell, 95hall g Bomw eatholic b6 Presidontt (apeeeh given
&t Asseknbly of. God Churchj Bugensy Oregen; September 295 1960) y

1 desoribe’ the characteriatiés of ﬁmdmenmusts




emotional stats in which *orldly reascn® 1o’ inhibitods if reason 15

not inhibitedy then the revivana'b has to résord fatlure,’ With ths

fundementalist church neimbers. boing susceptible to hysteri&uinducment
on the part of their ministers, it s very easy to seo that when

: enotion ds greatly arcmse& at a religio-political prayey’ mee‘f,*‘:"f“' ,2

; very easuys Frank Hiokman hae stated

voting Mtention 8n, bo 8
: 1n his book, ?he Peyohology of Rel.tgien, that the :‘eaaon for an

evangelistio meeting is to counterast the anti-religious envirommer ?i-"f .

’ ¥

s1liptonis Béhavios (nmadens Routledge and Kegan

' 'Aryle haa also said that & amdy done by

.affests of Orson Welles's "Invasion frem Mars®,

d that the people who vore ths most effected

réligious;: The ones who were affected by the: =~ - .

-] mora,auggestible and less intelligent than those L

ryle.- has aaid ‘that the fact that suggestible pavple are i
: enfirned by a nnmber of other stndies. o E

iy dei?reased gmnp, “the ,liturgy of the
' ‘,_~'the people feel uneem‘ "rtable in

»tobuﬂdﬁ ,the emei lstate of theé tiens '
2) soul sp,i‘.;. i ? ?nérad to antion and E fsion, (4)_*’_'_ ave’

N "-ifor the 913
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TABLE 346
ME&?UREMM‘I’ oF THE IMPGRTANCE GF RELIGION OF FUNDAMENTALISTS
m GGMPARISON F0 -THOSE THAT SATD: RELIGION ’HGUID .
: INI"IHRENCE THEIR VO‘I‘ING INTENT_I@N AND THOSE .
THAT SAID IT WOULD NOT INFIUENCE
- vormg INTENTION - )
. ¥ES No- | -
‘Chureh Membership anﬂ Religion Religion no' Dontsy

- impor%ance of religion Eﬁ'eet Vote Effeot Vote Know - Total
. R - Woy B No. K2 Na..'-,;:’ %Ro.

'Seventh Bay Aﬂventiats

 Veiy Iportant - . 9 6 4 3 0 0 43 1
100

Hot'so, oF somewhat 1100 0 0 0 01
Otnireh ‘of »meme o | "
Very ImPO

Hot sc, er semowhat.

-3
b
o
Q
[}
o
(o]
<3

Not soj or somwhat.- 2 4 2 i 1 29 5
Church of the epen B:ible . D

fesenbly °f Goa

Very Important - L% 76 .6 .20 %' 3 29
ot so, or semsvhat 0 0 2 0 0. 0 2

Baptist chumh o o o o |
Iiot se, or somewhat? 2 20 ‘»5- 71 0 0 - 7

e 06

160

100
100

400
100




57

broak dmm strong party leyalties 1f hé is 16 bs effective in mativat-
ing hia ohnrch ‘membexrs: to sving to dn Oppasition party candidate. a8

has been praviously shmm the suggestion the mindster uses 19 cmzehea

in terms of an emaﬁonal prayer. ,

It was bypothesized that people who coneider religion to be high]y'

important ﬁn their nves will tena to vete on the basis of thes.r .
religion *tsa a greatar degree than those uho do not: consider raligién to
be h&ghly 1mportant in their uve?ea..‘ Table 3~6 uas censtmteﬁ o show

that, the mporta go of religion %o & fundan

entalist chureh member

a.ffeot that pegsonisv voﬁmg mt@amm. I‘ m theught thaf. e

be an inverde relauanahip 46 that ‘thosé who considered religion vexw
important wmné find this an mﬂuential fome upon their voting |
bahaviﬁr whil,e "".ji,ie uho did not coneider z'eligion of such paramcnnt‘ _

importancs would onvorsely b unfnflne

, . Tn thres churchea thera *
aticmsm, and m two chmhea there vas noty I%

vas an iavefue el

important. n bbth the Seventh Day édvvant&st G-ﬁ,.

Pz each chumh uho said that
reugian sas: either “not 8o mportant" or "aomewlm% mportant“ and a]ao

the Open Bible, @here was bnt one person

. sa.id that religian would influence hia vote; With but one parenn .‘m a
ca{.gggry,, the ctatistical sdaniffcanse. is insignificanm | Go_xmreelw
1% can be seen that in five of the six fundmentalt

4 ehureh groups;
 the povoéritage’of mumbers who indisated that ‘they considered religion -

st =
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- Yery imp rmt and adind tted that religion viould 4nfl uence thotr vote |
vas groater than those vho seld that elthough religion ves drportant
L”_fting te note that the

3t wcmld not influence their vote. 1t 4s int ":jf:'
onlye ':;:;_h whﬁ.oh dees nat eonform to vt.has trena, bnt msf.ead ra‘bhet-
#ign ggantly Tins co\mter to it is the First ehnat.s.an clmrch. Table

35 sth that ths.s chnreh uas the cmly one of tl:e ﬁmdamentaust _
: hie! ;the miniatar made no pubuc cexmnents of the presidff 'ts.al




. MEMBERS OF PROTESTANT AND. mamm CHURCHES WHO THINK -
' RELIGION 1S, IMPORTANT AND VHO GO TO CHURCH MOST OF THE
TP en ALL OF mmms AND mnmmmnsm‘ .

M’l" 3"'" e

ana the ather Protestanta ara compared m tems of their o |

agal 33 Kennedy cn

, ouragenss againgt Kere religians gonnds; vas
. inoluded, 88 msieaw by Table 3-*‘73, It uas thought that 1!' &

aJ.se vote on the basls of -.{

4l4sts, howsver; d4d net score a5 high.




~t

a percentage 10 Table 3478 o they s .m ‘fable amg shiy

Anendn) te s'bate& that they had encmxraged amme to vote sat




ninigtery reiigio-political rallies, or ant:l-caﬂmlﬂ.c utera

&

:orientatian to- religlon have been sensitﬁ.zed 4o Gathsalieiam by their

y OF
perhaps a eombinat.ion of alk three. o

Pas*b etud&es indicate that gor the mos% pm political fracts and

1eaﬂats maned to prospeetive voters a¥e -&neffao-tiveg Thiey aeem Yo
invake a minimmn response @ evidenced by the rac'b that people cannbt
remember, later,;.. xme'hher they received polﬁsucal literaf‘_f.;i{”_”

- be tibre 1nclined m vate on reli@ws grounds W |

‘*““ *fh@v el??cei lige s@‘__mw ad }David B, Gleicher

1959), page etn '  artieles with a pelitical
arientatien in magazines are mh? m°r°__, effe::tive in thai: gj‘ poal .

howevers A smdy was done by Al e
data fyom the Elmira study on ce gn 14 , 8
these reepondmts.~, 6 had. received. eampaigu MWa be At

ber had & higher level of interest in the cmpaiga than thosa

iy 1ad not roceived ihe Mterature. Kitt and Gleloher also posited
the proposition that rather than the 1itérature

ure affesting partisipation,
it 45 also possiblo that pedple who bave a wery high interest level in.
the campalgn are more apt to notico the politieal pamphletsvand eardsts
"Detorminan
_rm. 3 (Fall, '

ntaiists who d;d,_ ot raeeixre gaﬁf,—qaﬁzg;ig literatures In the




it seens that: anti«Gatholic 1iterature;, which

present Bugene sbudy
acted in. the: Saie. way as political tracts inaammh a5 the desired end
of both was tho election of one candidate and the. dafaat ef eme‘ther, had
13 ':"" oy
Hewever, “the members of "regular Pra%estamt" chux"ches -wete almost

a etreng effect on. the véting intentiens cf the: i\xndamen

' ;'f.: _ed the Eﬁgene area befere the electﬂen, A question wag- aaked of

| | ’,:;.,;';;',ta as %o whother the rel } gious affmmm of eay |
- af the candidaws woulﬂ influenee their voting in‘oention, In Table ]
3~86, it gan be seen that 71% of #he ﬁmdament.alia‘us who' received antls
Ga‘eholic .uteramre were geing 4o vote: on mligimns , aB opposed E‘
r te 51% whe did no’c receive the antiwﬁatholie lﬂ,terature.x How by '
i
intentien, and: the sang percentage, 135, of the responds ﬁ---éw did not B
receiva antimcaﬁxolic litera{:_j’ bas statea 'that ‘the religﬂ.on of the .
candidates wuld influence their veting mtent,mm !&hile the L
amdamen i";i;;’;;ﬁi,;ts ahow 8 26% et change effeeﬁed by ﬁhe anthﬂathanc
uteramre, with tha nz'e_ P’rotesmts" thes'e vas ahsalnl_i:?'; 3
.,change in wt&ag on *Lhe basis of g o | .
‘Jéhe asswtien ‘¢an be me.de that. the variable ﬂhieh is operaf;:{j_ g
 whieh temds o enanwnr resmdaute wm ant!.::ﬂ;?f[thalie idterature w the
‘extent where there 15 the motivation tg vo{w_ en Z‘—,figim; is that oi'
;
: i
Lo :
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TABI.E

: RELATIQI‘I&HI(P Bm ‘I‘HE GATI@N @F TBE FTIHDAMENTALISTS
‘ VHO WEIVED AN‘I‘I&GAW@LIC LITERATURE: AHD STATED. & . -
 THEY WOULD VOTE ON RELIGIOUS GROUNDS AND .
Lo THGSE WHO RECEIVED ANTISCATHOLIC .
e mmm AND STATED THEY -
’ - _4-1.",.:““:.\ N ' ' Nm VGTE Gﬁ s '
‘ : REI&IGIOTJS GR

Religaon P Reneion o

;_.with a higher level of edmawong By 8 mn'_f;‘_';_";;_ -
inds of ﬁm&amentansts who weeived anﬁa «.

ami are not geing to: ‘mte
on’ religious grmmds-*f”i% shaul& be pgssible o aseertain whether 8:

B

|

i .

] S




uho raeeiwd anti-tathouc uterature and Viere go:lng tn vote cn tha
baeis of rengion ana those who received ldterature and were fiot gaing
to wte on t.he baeis ef religﬂ.on is almoet neg.uy.ble, thus the
mOthesis was not conf-?"‘f._‘_l sntalist
'categery, eﬁmation an bo disregarded as a varﬂ.able ai‘fecting the

Therefom, witbin the funda

impa.et of antiuCamnc Hteraturs on voting .‘Lntentien.
""theea.zed that amaamen{_ Lists who reeeiveé anti«Catholde

_ 'f;It vas hyp
Literature would be noré inolined to perceive religics as being the

differem 0 ﬁeﬁtuéeﬁ”thér two prééi&e‘ntiaia candidates than fundanéntalists

antin(‘»atholia lﬁ,teratme., Gne of the qaxesticms
 of respondents es what they thotght the difference was betusen
the two presﬁdential eandidatea‘ 'Ihere were various enswers ranging

who had niot recei’.’

ths spao't.mm of Hbexalism o eonservatism to the fac‘b that ong
candidate conld spaak botter than the other one. Tahle 3—10 shws that

104 of the Antanste who a;l.d "ot receive anti-Cathoz,'-‘”fc literatm

| 'perce:lved religion aa being a difference betuean the two candidatee. .
However, af t.hoae tha‘ﬁ receivea anf.i-catholic f"?‘f_*t.aramre, 345 believed
Vthat. the differenee beween the two eandidates vas in the realm uf _

rel.‘:.gions

j-;n n can be geen that the anti‘ “,atholic literature had &

uro seems o have |

enﬁalists to the poiut uhere the difference
between the twa eandidates in the area ar religion is peweived by 34%
Of the

!
i




EFFECTS OF mmmam LITERATURE ON mwmmr,zsm
' AVD THETR PERCEPTION OF RELIGION A3 BEING &
© DIFFERIGE Bmm‘ THE 10

attend a relisio‘-pontieal
" alse given ontattherallyf" : ‘

i
S ———

lr'




'I‘ABLE 3411

MWDMTALISTS, RELATIGNSHIP BETWERN THO.SE WHO RECEIVED
- ANTI+CATHOLIC LITERAIURE AND THOSE WHO ATTENDED .
POAD (PRG’I‘ESTMS AND OTHER AMERICANS UNITED
FOE SEPARA&‘IOR oF GHURCH AND STATE) RALLY

, o pad Not
Atténded Rally _ Attend Rally

ndotal

vam "AGATNST KESNEDY. én -
~ Rm.xamus  GROTWDS

| To. % o NO. % NO. ~~4

 Reselvéd Wieratirs |
Did not receive ntera TRE R

Another ares fn whiah anti—(:aﬁmlic ntex-a.,.{‘f‘;}i'!-,_;;:'t' ringly hed

efi‘ec‘b ey m that 0 emanrag&ng sameone to the against Kérmedy dne
0 his cathonc afﬁuats.an (sae 'fable 3-,12). It vas prethesized that

_f‘ts who received anﬁwt’a‘a‘hbelie literatnm wou&d be more
inolined t6- actively enecmrage other indivil.'gi

%o vote againy

Eennedy on religions f." ;T.'A‘,_""f, B than-fandame) ts who hael not recoived




TABLE 34194

‘WNBWTALISTS mmms WRG EEWED .

ANTI4CATHOLIC LITERATURE AND THB@E WHO
. B' ﬂ@’l‘ A‘x‘ID SELF PERCEPTION OF ?AR‘!’Y :

: PERENGE, WHETHER WEAK @R smm

Lo o
. Nog.

Rooetyed Mterature  © . ® B . 26 .79 33 400
. DIAmot desolve Mteratwrd - 1 &4 W 86 25 400

ant&-soathom tora
1348 urged songons tp voto ggaingt- Kannedy duo ‘he hig eaf;belic ‘bagks
1grmmd, mm, of wse who did not meaive an%i-catholic literatm,

ure, OF those meema ant&-@aﬂxoua ntera:f‘“ Yoy

idisa 6 someaneelsetovomhaeamh
in the mzmeme of the election

deepar aanvietien and mome of a siﬁi,.’ff:’ijf.‘

than the m ;f: uhe keepa his eommona to hamself ana _':g;j_z
then, only at the hallot boxs - f*'i L T

One of’ %he questions asked of an of ‘the responden%s roquived. thim

.‘..:;.,:.’ta" m wam Bemoorats GOHSidered th%

: there was a mueh :u.war pementage of those who censiderea themselves
- gtrong party membemw Gf those memboss of ehurolies which are .

o



T by the reea.{ving ci‘ anti-cat&xblic

entalists who k net received literature ire nmsh

- an%i-&athonc nmre was bat. ene fac%or a:nong several ubioh

%B 1‘0 aomidering Cathalieism as being

f
i
[

B — — P




TABLE 3414 -

‘I‘BE EFFIET OF ANTI-.-GA‘IHOLIC LI'J.ERATURE GE L
. FUNDAMENTALISTS AND THE PERCEPTION OF -
HOW CATHOLIOS WILL VOIE IN ‘IHE
ELEBTIOB A

Beosived Mteratwe 1 1 39 80 W4 9 % 10
Did not mceiva ST - A L
Uterstrs 3 5 45 76 M 19 59 100

Frem t;'h'e' fomgoing datay it would seem. that

3:3 would affeg-g the ¢

Damaerat:lc ticket while of those who did not racedve anti«(:athe:uc

iterature;. 765 beli’j:_ﬂ::_;_?

d:lffemnae of 4% 15 not "j,{_v‘ sigxiﬁ,can@.? In both groups; those that

resaived the li'&era‘mre and thoge tha‘tf. dtd not, 19% baneved ‘that the
Gatholics would split their vots, |

Peir ’;"pa thi mest interesting A pecu

Preteatants“ and thetr pemeption ‘of how Catholica weuad vote. Again,
as vith the i\mdamen'

iif’_ﬁ{'ﬁ"ﬁ:te 5 anti«@athel&e Mterature did o have sty
appmiaﬁle eﬁ'ect o their pevesption of the cathoue vo &y Onl
' anti-ca‘tholie literamra and 1.% af t»hese that

that t.hencatholica -wou.m -vcte- Demcvoraﬁaa Thé -

fermemir e moer mmeho L




bR 15
TBE m&r 'GI’ AN‘I‘I—QA.‘IRGLIG LITMUHE GN

%éeiveﬁ mermre 101

Did nes reoeiva R T
terature - - 3T & . 2 4 .8 3@ .51 e

- split their vote vhile 33

the most pm, vote 1¢ally naive
there 1s & f@lklore ﬂzat» Gathelics traaaui_,iffjﬁ{f- ;,,j j;

i Dens "L“ratio« A piausibaa eatp fj‘.ﬁon W a
v mmmwﬂ ars °lea.n:1ag ever b&ckﬂ ‘.

ally vota aanoeratie,

saring bagotea, when shey vere aaked the: quéstion o¢ tiow




soci. aueepfxable ansuer, that they 'dare either going w vots :

| Bepnblieam or that they were going to 8] 15t the

It m theaized that rmdameni

4;*"1’8 who haﬂ a personal eéntact
with the distributora of anti-cathene nterame mmld be more affeewd
by the .uterature

tavhohadnathadapersonal

.contaot/wi’qh the: distributors of antiCath s 1iteratures

The reapondents sitig apsuered that they had ‘recetved anti=Oathelis

utaratuz'e wem eleo asked where ’chey had e‘btaineﬂ the uteraf..?
 fabls 316 ms cens?fil-;;i}tea i onder 4o show the relatianshig of: the |

soumes of anti-—Catholic umm to uhe'ther or Bot the resent

was go’_‘fg_‘j %o v6ts on the basis of the presidential candtdal "s..mlzgiom
Alsb shown in this table i6 the extent to whieh mpers:f ;

Catholie lite ra

(that is literawra plaeeﬂ under the- deor, 1n an
matd) affeoted voting

wten ,ﬁﬁ‘bile, or sent unrsquested through 1 2 |
intentien as eantrasted wth the 1nf1uence of anti-cathonc ﬁteratnra

4n whieh personal eontaet vias iavelvaé {th

4 §s Mterature recetved
fyom. a Mend. reeeived from ah individual paasing it out on the
etreet, etmb)« B . o o

w:l‘bh bat one emepﬁan the nteratxn'a whioh was gb:en o the
respondent !m whioh peraonal contaet wes' mol‘ved uas mere effective in
,daciding wbisther the resyondems woule
Vozing¢ All @f the 1iterature had en Mpact, but when u was reces.ved

use religien a8 o basis for




- ‘am.umsm oF 1HE. seumm mm wmca
-,mmmmwmsrs Rm:,--; TT4GATHOLI




n s 4
' 'Wéx'e going to vote.(_ It is qui‘ba easy ‘o %

80% 01’ those whis | received t&xe 1iterature on a peraonal basis, from &
vfrﬁ.end perhaps aammed to the sama." : E o L ;g
"‘athaiic 1iterature

'Ihe one emeption 0 the auppoeuien tohat antisg
ﬁed in an mperaonal fashion is leas efteot.tve in

i
ent £") them.s.ncﬁ};g,e mail In this mtances 00% of thé res ; .

:uho h&d ;,' ROy

de 'i‘éand, 341 t.his case, vhy !
Mperamz haty literaimre veuld yeen to be effeeﬁveg ‘I‘he seajicniden t.s :
he Fequestod antiOatholis. Mteraturs vorey in ol . probabiiity; alresdy
antiapc'atholie in thei.z: views ¥ anﬁ the Sending f£or a.nd meeipt of antia»

.voting Behavior,n* imerios oS e
page 161. Tho game S0Ft

pez's p‘ ia %eehniquea.

geledted e vers kndwn. (by cheeking Vo‘bing

apathotic in voting in local elections, A port

subjected to a mail propaganda campalgn while another portion wae _

di_ tly contacted by party workers and personal canvaasing by studentss
1o -mwa 25% af the woters who had

mail oé.mﬁai@ 125 (deps
of the votem who had previonsly never veteﬂ 4




o the decisian they had

gystem shaken by ccmnterapm agEs

' sevara.l huﬁdred copies of antdoCath propaganda for- vhich th

T

Catholdc

literature merely reaenfcmeﬂ the biaa which they had alresdy
ereeted agatnst cathola.cs. N

In atill ane*t.her area, caaution szmm be exemisedg that. 19, 1!1
 the o8 ry of thcse reapondents who' atated %hat they had recéived _
amie-catholm literatm'e when they aetenaea this mw vl ';; tf'=-o»ponuoe1

In this cawgory 88% of the reapondents said that rengion

bhatn voting intention, I’G': 15”“‘1@1%9 1”591"19 th‘“' e

POAB meeting was only the ea,'_f:] ‘ijj-{"f ',"'*‘f:h.crystaumd thege peepleve

,tmlaly made izo caat ’bhes,r vmta fer or sgaliist
6atholieiam mther than far or again: t atw eandidate e anchn '

A stu@' was done at the Una.veraity Of m;mesota on the effeets of

propaganda It was faund that thoae &xﬁividnals who had thair belief

n gume te
their qun side 4n order o balster t.hen- om systam of belieh It vas

also. found that emee theae people aere gaven a chance tb listen ta
paople who agreed vath them ﬁhey tended to re the prepagands

] fe of the mwrviewg They sié" t'* 't-hey had sernt for

Brodheok, "'B.ole ot Smau Gmps m Med:i_.fting; Propagaudasr
nal of . a1 and Zoaial Paychology, LI 1956




400




" Gathiolds literaturd from ""mére than ene sourse. woudd be ‘J:’!bré in¢lined

7%

to

- vot.e én relig&an than t\mdmentalists wha reeeived no anti-catholio N

nteratnre or nteratum ‘from but ene seuree. It 45 aes'amed that in

ordes w ome & militant antisCatholic wmter, the desimd voting

N

g rasponaé -has to- be triggered mthin -the &ndividual by aame'sert of g |

"basio tmth"; 1.9. Catholids are not :uke ather people, they are
subjeuts of Rma, and their f.trst 1.7_",_“_",}-_"“. s %0 & ', alkedr

Only one e’:’ff'i': s (one plege of anti—dathﬂlie uteratare) may be
rogarded as poluical gropaganda and not the "truth.“ continued
moem to. differentx sourees of anﬁacatholio 1iterature from varicd

jed in thé Fealin of nmﬁ,a rother thah as mere propaganda»
whieh 15 not to be taken very smm‘ffziv:‘vﬁ From Table 317, 1 6an bo
. goen that 51% of thése Whe receiveﬁ Ho antiﬂﬂcﬂlth&i@ iitam_f;‘;};

that rel_igign wgnld L'-f?-'uenee ‘kheir voting intent&an. They may have

L ¥ L,‘.,‘: elsewherey perhaps commenta ‘tiade: by their
Ang up 1n'a fankly envipons
'ment whieh waa antiecatholio, Ehe gamut ceuld exten

wintatoro; Fetends) or porheps throngh g0

ms of the extent Yo vbieh 8 stimilus den

iﬁt‘eﬁﬁidﬁ. It ean be s8én from Table 347 that 3

'-aati-Catheue litera'bure from one gouree eaid that reiigion ould
in a--uence ‘thelr voting intention, Of these fundamentalists th v -

received anﬂaﬁathelio U tarature ﬁmm Yo gourees 78% swted f.hat

1gtve. sons authentiolty to the materisl and 1t 15 Misly

ve stated |

| from 51%:%0 1008

7% of those receivine '

reiigion would Mﬂuence ‘their voting intenﬁom and 1008 of thoss that




Yegoived anti-ca*bhoue Mteratm'a from three gources gtated that
reltgion would influence their voting intemtion. There 4 o gteady

prognession that gees fmm 518 who reeeived no nté'ra'&ure % mem of

t!mse that receavea t.hree pieoes of anuacathelic literature who

indicate that they are going ta 1et mngien mflnence ‘bheir vatﬁ:g

1xl‘t»¢ax:153ma.1 Mdenﬂy t-he xnera 8 f\mdementalist ia emased te an‘hi-

cathéiie utsmme, the more t.hat ntarai;t?"
| "truthé | SR -

beoomas, for ‘bhem, the

Frmn the femgo:lug analysis, it weuld aeeu tha*b anti-Cathonc
o ‘HS L ver.v imPOrtant faof.ar m motiva,lj_; » 4hs fum
4 vot.e on tvhe bas:!.s of

14 be quite plaus!.ble
a116n . 5 oo the basis tha'b smng party |

Houever, 1t o "i'f.L'

teratire, roed 5.1;,

and diaregamed W rz mlght be t.hat the party memhere wore the

anly cnes stho were affested by the aw.-(:atnof;{fgi merature and who
'aecepteanasthe"mth. R e .
' wabze 3-48 waa nonatmetea s.n order ta ahow the remamnsmp of

oi’ ﬁmdamentaliste who received antiaeathelzic

ba noteﬂ that m the questa there were no  _ -
ting %o the ninber of pieces of _terature recoived frém
In any future study & questian of this sort would bé

rder to see vhethar the 841G rex ul‘cs wtﬂd‘reaulﬁ aa




‘TABLE 3--1&

RELATTONSHIP- or PARTY STRENGTH OF mmmms:rs AND "RECULAR
PROTESTANTS CONPRASTED WITH THOSE WHO RECEIVED"

LIZERATORE AND mosm ¥WHO DID NOT RECETVE wm-cmmm r.mmm

Raeeived e Did Not Reeeive
mterature...‘..,, rot,al

W, ® %oy oo ¥
22 - 18 78 23 a0

i_i"fteratura and '&hose who cud not raeeWe anti‘!ﬁa‘bholic hteratnre, The "

results confirm the Wthesis that 8

.\.,_,ncy tc accept aniﬁiff'mca%holic litera,j_ Arey- iny 2% of the

strong Demacrats stated that '&hey had reoaiveﬁ anti—ca ’

whils 713 of the self-desianat\ed weak Bmocrats stated' 'chat they had
reeeived anti«ﬁathols,e mmm, '

""ﬁ._"fﬁ}j,j.is 1t seems. that, while éﬁtiaﬁa*tﬁdﬁé ntera bure -
might mﬂuanee ‘the funder

. sritalist voter who 15 o weak Demeaex'at w0
base his vate on a eandidate’a reu@on, antiu-@athonc umawre has

either not read, '_‘ad &né disre‘]'f_"i'fj"leé, or: pwaib!y road an& the

5
=L TR N RN R R
4 za . 5 7919 Y00
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‘IABLE 3-19A

RELATRONSHED amm FUNDAUENIALISTS, Vo SR smem pmecms mo
mmmamﬂwammvzmm CATROLIG § ) WHET .
RELIGION WOULD INFLUED ,
WHO. ARE WEAR DEMOCRATS WHO Rmm ap bm xm REOETVE. mzecamea
' mamawm 4D WHETHER RELIGIGN w_, D mmmez THER v, ,_ m‘

W
-




MBS %498 N
i} :RELATIGHSHIP B "REGELAR PRQTES‘I’AHTB" ’UH@ ARE STRGN&

, m no’l% meiva

| "”‘““49’** - ﬂéainabyleo diig ot 'I‘a.bie 3-19&, £% an b seen ‘Bhat 5% of




gtated that religlion woul

81

tbe woalk Demecrata vho did not receive anti<Catholle 1dteraty

ting tntention would be afforted by the religlous

affuiation af the presidential candidates, 81% of the weak Demoorats

who reee:lved antia-cathalie literaturé sta‘hed that the ref}if ;igien of the
candidates wotﬂﬁ -Anfluence their voting in*aen‘bién.; 0f ‘the strong

Demoerats, anﬁaeathonc litera: aﬁ‘ected 11% of tham while 38% of

the weak Demoarats wem poeiﬁvely affec%d by antiﬁ-Cathe?f’j nteraif;‘ 1o
?able 3»193, which eompares.

! ular Protestants,®
ahowa that. anti«catholic nteratnre had Mttle appreciable effect on the

strong Den

perat dnd ths weak Democram B% of the weak Demoorats who
received nterattme and 13% of thoae that d:!.d not recezve antiocathclie
uterature atated that rengion wmﬂd inﬂuence their voting infmtien.

the effeets of antisCatholic Idterature

8% of the strong Demsorsts’ who did not receive antwmom memms:}a |

1nf1ueace t.heir voting intentien. Anti-
ture operates as a;lmost & negid gm.e factor m o
ia.t‘lnenemg the veting of the "regu&ar Pmtestan ‘j o '

5420, was oons_}“:ij_ fteﬁ.( In this table thio: 84

that eperates as a fabter :Ln mﬁuemiag voting or whether 1% 19 party
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TABLE 3420 . - o
RELATTQNSHTD BETVERN FUNDAMENTALISTS WHO ARE SERONG DEMOCRATS WHO
'RECEIVED AND DID NOT RECEIVE ANPI-GATHOLIG PROPAGANDA Amgw VRERHER THEY
J ST B oo
mnmmmws VHO ARE WEAK DRIOCRATS VHD Rmmm AND DID NoT ammvm
+A114GATHOLTC. PROPAGANDA AND VEETEER YHEY, URGED SGISONE 10 vore
| ? FOR BELIGIOUS REASONS
i




voting &eoision uaa based on other factors. Attendance at religio-




n examplo; Meurine Neuberger; o Démoorat; obtained &

? 424224 votes over her eppeﬁémg o’ wﬂ,” the

iz didate: for president recaived 5,951 nore votes |
3 59 ‘35 of the pa

vote. Danmmﬁc

pattern in the fonr'bh dietrict; Mre Por%r's s on Red Chinay

- ial _Vote ‘1n Mh Sfaate, ALl congreasiena}., Digtetots,n

-----

mh 105 1961 pags

giving hey 5%3% of the te{ bal popular votas w’a?




: aympathy for Manrine Neuherger dua to the fact that her lmsband Semator
Dick Neuherger had just daed and Keumedy'a eatholiciem. o S
1 4, 1960, Ofegon hed &

| Aseording to census 1nfomation s of Apwd
populaﬂw of ?.768.687. & of Jaauary 0 1960, the state of Orogon ii

: OF 1635934 or 9.3% of ths total state's

‘ otx ui‘th othar swtea. Anti«@athelic sontine
i vy then dn
egstem atates i.n which GatheMea camprise aver 50% of a total statefs
| populatieny toa atate in whigh: ca";-‘..,_iS.f'l::f‘_i tmémbey

‘geen ‘that Protestents vould faol tiréatéred since they might feel that
Gatholics night pase legislation whieh would diserininate agatnst
Protestantsa “Thiy Wpe of speculation is ot -;','Z._'-?,_i"i"ft'-.. "

| acung as. & majer pbnt&cal i'actor becomes evident in araas in which

‘ eatholica are decidedly in the ma.norny svch aa t.’ne Scuth, ma»fest and
' rural ‘avses in ubteh Brotastantion predemin&tea‘ planation
.phenmenen s given by S,,’, mour Lipsat, Tﬁpset ﬁnds tha% uhemver the
sooial strucwre aa opemtee as 6 isolate 1nd1v£d 3._OF groupd vho
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: autgro*up tonds tc make thie uolated gmup .‘mtolerant and proné to baek

palitieal _ff.;f{‘-~;<~zm$,$‘l;sv.1 Lo ~.'t -

| Rlchard chrlstie and J’olm Garcia found +hed a perscn’s peraonality :
s stmoturéd by 'ohe c

,,ty in t.xhich he lives.2 Be accepta thé -

m,‘lmred w his oun. conﬁnet. It 19 t.hought that :u' a c -_-_;‘,.; ,-1':-}-' L

. rela‘hﬂ.@nships vith Gatcholics; then the c“ e

foreign ddeology such e Intemaﬂm cathoidotan a9 35
: , '_ opriational Cemmnisms
o modify his palitieal or

ampaign) gras
oi‘ the emgange of

Eﬂ t

_u%’%'o,




suppesied religious and economic inwleranoe of these. groupss
y the Unned States
hais been a Protesﬁant nasian, therafore since s.ta § culture haa been

explanat:len fcr this phenmmnon 18 that hiateric:;j-'f

mai m@lded ;,y pmmwts i 46 expresses Protestan‘h v ";,jf;ants ad
’ values. ether religiaus groups when they come ‘into the 'Gnat.ed statea
e ;‘_-ftea into the Protest.am culture and therefore tend when

Proteamnts e favorably than other religlous

grpups which havé.. verse values Traéitﬂ.anally Protestemts have been
the holdera of

s mn.rrotestante some {nsvoasingly

| 4k e ..““*-'ﬁ"ﬂ&l Aerican standards

Lensk.t also: ‘paints eut e hile P i testants single m dasforent

~in political ag

uhite ?retestan% The Gatholia 1a seadm criticized g6r 8o ealled

mwpower,.

: '“-a_i‘, t.he non»Pmtestant 1s. fea!‘ed 1 |




« -smiﬁc son i

attempting 0 differentiate relig:lous and politieal attitudes of

; ues, $i04y, vy aro ons cfj_"f.' srid A4

mti—catholic and some. seeminglv 9391‘955 ls.ttle ©oF 8O anti»

, 6atholﬁle aentimenm  Zenski's explanation, h‘u;_ Very might possibly

eitdes in uh:l.oh the pepnla'w.on is pre&aminantly Catholici B

B ma;d Berelson*e analysis of minority vomg pattsems in
commmities mi@‘b be halpﬁzl in explaining 'bhe strong antiécatholie

:sentiment axpreseed ‘by Protestan‘ts oy an a.rea such as By j‘jj‘;’f‘e in whieh

Tass: than ‘IG% ot t.he POt&on is Cat,ho:uc, Bere]son has B_

'atéd om:e a week uith the notd.on of the Papal eanspiracy is
. given a chame durlng an eleot&cm in whieh & Catholie is a candida‘te




shurch member 1ot only Gan vote again

of rel,isgten by vot

5t the cardidate but can alsé

writé letters to the.lecal nevspaper and give out anti<Gatholic trastss
Pleas of x‘ellgierus tolorance may not.affest this person since a
‘prejudiaed person is one who hag a.dju.eted to the- uorld fm vhich hé. lives.

A Mast niohf;t‘

states s the’ roformer 15 1n effect asking the prejuéioed
person 0 destroy ‘his perceived vorid and to accept an entirely
different type ofstmtme‘ The prejudieed person will nbtshatter

B apparently manifested

his anti«(:at.holic sentiment extemlly by vo‘_}? Ing agains t t.he Bemecratic

eandidata for president who was 4a precticing Catholie. It was .
hypotheeized that & nunbsr of ﬁemocra.tia Fﬁnﬂamentalists would cross
party lines and vote for the Rep:ublican Protestant eandidate for .
at 'rable A~1 it gan- be seen that 61% of the

ﬁmdmnental&sﬁ self—identif.ted Demwrats s"i’ ot

-_..presiden‘c. Aga&n Looking at Table 41y and the

% Demo ;‘rats votiag preterence for semator, 1% ¢an be aseen 'hhat




TABLE 4,-1 o _A o

VQTING m'mv'rm oF FBWTALISTS AND “LAH“ PROTESTANTS
: FQR 'IHE PRIIDEXCY ARD FOR 'I'HE S@ME '

thdamentaliat R ”Mw
Bepnblican ST B 62.. 14 %6 . 019 .22 - 86 . 100

"Regular® Protestant. I R O ST NI e
.Republioan e 29 55 17 32 e 7 13 .53 100 |




 between religion snd party mentifieation, thé dond

T0% preferred tho Démocratic candidate, Only 11% were crossing perty i
1ines to vote for the Republiean canﬁidateq Anong |

the Republdcan

18 no one stated they vmﬂd oross party ines to vote for

‘the Democratie catholie dapndidate -at- the pmsidential— level-a- Howevery

n looking at the sematorial race; only 625 stated that they would

'defmmy vote for f.he Republican candidates It seems quite eviden% |
“that at the presideatial level s0me fao'oor is operating to distor% the

nomal voting pattern; assmmlng the norm is for registered partisans to
ther vote for the candiﬁaﬁes of their choice or cresswver 1n
comparabla proportions in veting for different ofﬁcem Indiaations

 aye that this fastor is the religious afﬁliatian of Hr. Kennedys

At, the cmtset of the ea»'j"'_',f

- 4% waa S, _'_j,t.hesizeﬁ t.hat among
Fundamentalia'b chumh members who vere Dameorats there would be &
larger pementage who would be uudecided in %heir Voting mtention in

the presidential race than 1n the senate race. 'Ihe basia for this

‘bypothesis is rooted in the 1dés tha*t: beoause thers would be a sonfiiot

116t would not be
'sélvéd* mtﬂ very. l,ate' in the campe.:tgn, perbaps in the- elestion beoth,

It is for this reason that 11; was thought there would be a very high

ntalist Bemacrats who wauld be um‘iecided in their
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voting preference for presidentﬁ Looking at ‘Table A~1 44 i¢dn be seun

that this hypsthesis was not cenfirmed; enly 7% wére undecided. This is

much I6wer than the 19% of the mamentanst Democrats who were

. undeeided in the senatorial raoe.

‘It seems that &t the presidential level the expected oross«-

presaurs betwesh party identifieation and religlon vas alresdy rescblved.

145t Deticorat hed been gxposed 6 the "Dengers of the
Gatholde Consplrasy" a5 early as .

ril of 1960y Many Demooratic
respondents indicated they had ‘mad o up thelr hodr mind® whom they would
vote for before the Bemocratic Hational Gonventian sh];;-f -'-'.";.-7

Kennedy receive the presidential nminatien.h .

During the ¢ampaten period of the election the Fund

had ‘been exposed to the "dangers of a catﬁonc president? every Sumday
from the pulpity Moreover, the church mémber bad had his majlbex

£11led with a‘nﬁiécdthslic; tracts and the da&ly newspapés uhich he yoad
vas £illed with le%ters-v 400t

thewedttor which were anti-Catholde in tonss

, The Peoplels :
: 1at9 decisiens to vo'aerl indifference.

1In the Gampbell‘sfz_} y of the 1952 ¢léctiohi & now theory of the
time of voting intention was evolveds The 1952 eleotien caused
conflict in the minds of: Democratic voters who wore attracted to the
Republican presidemtial candidate; These Demoorats made their voting
decision mush latey than Repﬁblicans, socningly bessduse of personal
6OR: ~ct between pelitical Values. This theory runs coumter to an

ieg by Lazarsfeld, which attributed

Angus Gampbe :

fiorald Curin and

Petérﬁon 00 .1954’ P&ge 2443 ‘




The Fundementalists® friends shared the same viewpolnt on Cathelicien

and besause the Catholde population of Bugens is very smally he vas not

sble or unvilling. to assoclate with Gatholtcs which might have 18 to
some: medera‘.tién of Ms antiwatholic vieus .1
-] _p_; oV

_"ellaly explained in ‘the f:}.rst chapter "S'urvey Désigl, ‘
the actval votin,_g ragistration of a ,:L_a_srge percantage of the respondents .
cod 'afi'thé comty Court ﬁ&ﬁs'e';. A qméstian was asked of all the

vas ehieak
reapondents as 1 which polit:leal party they identifiad themselvess A . -
.pementage of the Catholie respondenta salf-identiﬁed vith the othay

| politieal party than the party they wora registered o at the cmmty
Gourt Kou_sa.,@. Two oxpl j_jf. .

;-tions ¢an be g&v‘en .for this The f£irst is that

"""j"‘i"-"' y 'm, e ;

’n: the vo:;';; , study dons by Berelson Tasarafoldy and MoPhos it
was found that the veter that had friends who were bath Republicans and
Democrats were Jess sure of how they ware going to vote than the voter
vhose friends belonged to the same party he dids Thus,; it seems that
95 gense of sedurity. abeut onets judgement seens Yo be a fimoticn of the
congeniality of the personal cnvironment.? They also fmmd that only
about one in five Republicans had a Bemeerata among his it
asaociatesandenlyabenttwoinﬁve,, »
Bernard R; Bemhﬂn’ p5u1 P. tﬁzarefam m’ﬁ _',j"{;vam Ne MePhee OBIBE -
(chﬂ.cago, nlinoiss ﬁniversity of chioago Presf 3 _955). p;ges 91.-98

¢ a modemt:len of views.,, 1n the»‘l‘%l& Miehigan S dy; Oampball and
€ r first hypothesized that among these people who are sul;aj tto
,politieal nfluence from more thén one groupy that if grou in_fluences-;"
are:congruen thoee peeple holding mrlapping positﬂ.ons will do more -
tisan in 6. who | 1nng to. only

ats have & ‘Repablicap fﬁend




e B [
|
% |
me voter haa not ‘token the 'bime o change his party re@.s‘ération ,i
. dg; j';-'@' The second explanatim 13 that the voter 86 :3
1dentified the party uzth whem he was registered wi‘bh & group which l
wo‘nld hays’ him tha‘a he ecmpletely abanéomd his partm If e ﬁrst ‘
explanatzon 15 disregarded on the basis that the voter by not changing -'
his actual pax"t.y regj.stration in ﬁhe face of a °-   peli.tical " '
philaophy dsenfranchise himself frop voting n the prinery ea.eemn P
of )’.‘"; .3 chasen party,: then we &re left w&th tha gecond explanatiom .1
By loomang at Teble 4s2 it can be aaen 'hhat 105 af the regis;i";"-j [
Be'f.;f 'licaﬁ <Catholics self»i&entified ag Beme‘éi"ats and 158 Of the " .:
registered Ehndamentalist Demoorate iden’f’v‘fffied themselves a8 Bepubneans. , ,]
Theae- tvo. greups may ‘have g0 embroiled- 'tahemselves vith the 4ssue of o ;}
raligion in the efestien that they would net even acknowlsdge they. ,
balonged ‘bo t.he party that t.hey i‘el‘b would esuse: them harm 1f the ', arty
 was victerious at the presidential’ J.eve:».»Q Wit these wo grolips, ores 5
| pressure 13 in some. caaes a mrth sinoe ‘t.hey have ’eo f'ji"ff"."":"' ] :I
thwselvae o the' oppcsﬁ.ng and t!ms oempletely resolmd even o
‘poﬁent«ial confne"'__‘ SR B el .
The 199119 of Gathol&oism pemea%ed most eeetora of the Pundas
mentalist church membera lii‘e.~ His 1dent1£1ca‘hion uith a political
party, as wit.h i veters, became reievant to hig politieal behavior
only at eleotion time aad the usue of Gatholicism completely over» .
shadcwad party menﬁficati’”' " 'i:tr emmam to & palitical "{h'éd | |
been a eamm:ltment to an 1deology tha F\m&amentalisb m&ght have felt an :
i
|
|
| |
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m mm > REPUBLICAN FUNDA "lfmsm D SELP l
‘ Tm CATHOLIC DEMOCRATS AND 1 o o
« ~ JCTUAL, PARTY. BEGISTRATION PRI

e -'mss..,s. foaa, Doy fouma Bat 08 |

ght ’e'f‘ ‘emselvg_s a8 Republioans "iihile 25% of




TABLE AMA

L VM‘ING IN‘I‘BPI‘IM OF. CATH@LIG BMOCRA‘I‘S ANB
' OATB@LI@ BEPUBLICMS FOR THE PRESIDEGY

‘rcathanc Deoovat. B 92 Y T4 .6 m. . 88 100

catholic Repnbncah ‘n 23 26 54 11231.7 100

- Among e Dwoeratie Catholies ofily

ded to vMse for ang Thia is understandable
134 trary to beth their pax'ty

i "I‘h ms faund in the mmira stmiy conductea by Berelson that the |
catholics vote& Republiean 1¢ss than half ¢
slson ¢onti ,lled on inconme bmm\ae ivds. generally.

Cathoiios héve a 1ew (averagg.).; :mccm 1evel thanProtes teand :-..: .

this wight be the intérvening vari
on income at all velg;s. Bez-eLaon stm fﬁ, nd- on gach’ g¢
g leve.l that abont helf as many ea*l‘.holios vote Republican as 'Pratestants.

%.‘Of ﬂl@ Cathols. - wh uere",. !

Wi ked | Y \ons, 29% oi’ tham sas.d 4t ues. bee_, uge of :

I no. 45 (November 59 19“); page 2l

roligions affiliation; Elmg Roper, "The Catholic Vote: “Look, ¥




The propaganda vhich was diseemnated to the i‘undamen 1iste o
t.he "dangers of Gatheliciam“ mentioned ¢ j; ’!j-_"

the danger of hav:lsg a

Gatholde fcr president. ' -Ihere was ne memion made of t.he danger of

having & Catholie for sheriff or as a member ef the atate legislatm'f

§ Hwevam, the Cathelic tasue affectea other oandiaates mnning for

other ofﬁces, As an, example, 15 Buger there uas a nonspa.rtisan '

oirmnt Judge race s.n vhieh a Gath: ﬁffc:candidata and a non-cathonc

candidate uam o I.eoking gt Table 44-3 1t ean be, séen. that

. ;u' t.he ] usts were not aware that I-eavy was a Catholic f 37%

of them intended tov vote t’or lea

773, 37h were undeoided and 25% -
'ifn’t" en" % eﬁ o fv'ote for spemer, the Pmtest«an'b czmdidate. Sinée both

candidatea were. aﬁj‘, gly well nldgsed for the. posm«m end the race

was- nan-a-pa-rtisan there was little te diffarantiate the tuo oan&idates.

“.l‘he fact that veters ave. gen iy apathetie apds sunh a eanteat ‘

| (maw t..tmes the, voter wa.ll nét even. cemplete his hanot 1n the: 1oca.1

looking a'b Table l.~3 andt
'bs \me were aware of the

rengimm affiMatien of Leavy, it ie fannd that only 27% indicate

undecided in. theilr vomxg prefarence.

' the wting preferenee of I“lmdamen

their preference for Leavy. 58% i".{fiﬁ"cate t.heir veting prefermee for
i-ﬁhe Prctestanﬁ candﬂ.date; Spencer, and t«he pementage of ‘bhese who :
. Mere. undeg.iged 48| to hov: they were going to Wte 18 ?m‘b 15%%

-

e —— e e
< T T

1bly the raason 3’/% of the thdamentalist votera uare L




s s . o

¥ i,_mw.xsws AND cmomcs Yorme mmzm Wi
- mwu mm 18° A CATHOLIC AND ‘THOSE WHO DO wr
R mmwrm zs AGATH@LIC

x‘eli@on. . et o

be. did not _.g:i;.';f -::_‘"."jﬁ',';-i':; i _} i1

,ren@en 1 a muonal basis for eaating & vote is not. relervenﬁ, a’he
relevant fanter, whather rati.anal o =,._f-=;,_uona3,; is umz he a0y has s
basis upon uhich *l‘zo make 8 choiqe;

ore 5;-', Le&vy's Gatholiciam o;aerated to his disadvantage wnh
: .‘\'F‘undamentalist votem 0y n Operated to his advaata.ge with t;he catholic

[ .,

-




voters;! Again by leomng at Table 4~3 u can be seen that of the
Gatholies who did not know that Leavy vas a Catholde, 508 indicated &
votdng preference for Leavy and 394 were undecided, Ninety percent of
the Cathslics who Wers aware of Leavy's Gatholioism indicated that
 they diitended to vote for hin whioh 5 o vide conbrast vith the "don't
Knou Gaﬁheiéie,%;; of which only 50F expréssed & voting intention for
 Ledvy, Again, nke the Fundamentalists :hhé Gathelies who. wers aware
. of I.eavy's church affil&atﬁ.on who udioated that they wére undeci&ed
eonst‘ituted &a very smald. percentage. As with the Fundamentalists who.
inal _;};: had a ériterion upon whieh to make & Judgenent between the tuo E

eandmatas, the Catholic aware of the xeligimxs difﬁeregge_ bet;ween .‘.e,he:
canaidates, bad the sans erdterisy religioh

‘In a personal interview uith J'udge {i"" ha stated that he Was &
raduate of Notra Dame; was astive in the. Ga‘bholie Chureh being
chairman of thé lané Gounty Catholic Charity Iricorperated. He aldo

stated that he belonged t6 the Kridghts of Columbus although he. had noi' :

attenﬁea ong of their meemngs in over a years Lleavy attributed his. -
sucgess in f:he aign to the faat that he used telsvision more than
Spencor dfd in the general olsotion, He believed this enabled the

; peoplo i his oun chuveh to recognize him and mssibly mobmze any

potential Gatholio: vo “zntarvs.ev with Judge leavy, November 15; 19604
mm""""Roper ftx; his énal of religions voting sald that thore is
stronger evidence: of ;)_) “Cithollc voting on the part of Gatholics than
of MProtSStant voting on the part of Protestants, M, Roper
believes the pro=Oathoiic vote is supplemented by a eertain amount of
prosCatholio voting ¢n the part of Protestants who are incepsed by antis
Catho remarks by their: fel.low chwoh metqbers. K!mo Rol_ o
oo 53, ;t.. is possible for thie mason, tahat

Jw!ge Lea:vy defe,,,ted Spencer.

3

[ ':;:; ERaN
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e It has beén- egreed by the leaders of beth political parties that
one mistake which Richard Hixon made in hie campaign sirategy and
which very likely a;ccounted’ for his loss, of -meuelectian was in

debating John Kennedyi Nixon was well knoun eng did not need the |

puplicity uhile JGhn Kennedy was less well knom. A televi.sien debats
with an pree\mably made Kennedy better knwn to meny eligible
voters, In addition 'ahe ccmsensus of opini@n among leaders of bot&x
parties vas that Kennedy nadé a better appearance on television than
did mmn." o

"It was Mypothisized that Fum ';', pentalist veters would not recognize

the fae% that Kennedy had made the more effective televisi.on appeamncé.'

By ioeking‘at- ’-Iable 4o it' oan -be- seen that-the -hypothasis, was |
canfirxned. In this table, hwevar, it soems that the Fundaments st

Deanocrat vas being smewhat crosa~presaured, As an example. 438 of the :
P\mdamentalis& Repnblioans gtated that they believed that Nixan ma.de the

better presentetion on, televisien. The pementage differenee is almost

| negligible potween the Mamental:lat Republican and the i’rotesﬁem

e "'j'_-ﬁ';._’ncan,g masmuch as 40% of ?.he "regnlar Pmtestants“ thaught that

Nixon thade the bes% televisicn presentation. The percentage fans o

Wore mgm on’ 60 meouon," p_. g. _'
(Becember 12, n960). pages 78—82. S

oye; and Horld B.mm
211: the analysfes of Table =4, "Regnlar Protastante" are treated
as_the control group, This could bo somewhat misle simich a8
13% of this p gtated that the religicus afﬁnatian of the
grggidgfa eandidate vould mﬂueme thetr voung behavior (see -
able 3el)e . . s o




TABLE 4»4

cmamcs AND. ma»am‘nnms OF BOTH PARTIES
© . WHO vmwm THB T,V: DEBATES AND THEIR
QHOICE AS . TO-WHQM: MADS THE:
. BEST mmsmmm -

Protgstant Republdean 17 40 3 T 5
‘Protestant Demcorat . 2 5 24 63 a2 3

0%

" 401




102;

ms p nﬁt *0 say that the mm’ﬁmed? indoci;rinat&on 414 not have'

ar : ?rotestant“ Bemocrat who believed that
Fizon made the best appeax‘ance vefind that there is anly 5% in this '

groups a8 comrasted to the 21% of the Mdamsntalis'b Bemocrate. Alsc .

ameng the “Be alar Protegtant™ Dwoorats 1t 1s femnd the 63% beli .

that Kennady made the best presentation in contrast to only 38$ of the o

Fimdamentalist Demoeratsz. Howevem me might easume that 11-? the
1ndoetrmation of the BAner '_T”_-f-;:“-:."f‘_t ﬂemmre.ts had baen qule‘.jfj’?‘ .
l suceessml that it weuad have ‘baen very nkely that ‘the ".j.'j ‘_,ﬁ_'-:?'f.-i; A :
Efi‘ective“ eategory oF the "Nixon made tbe bes't presentation" category’ i
would hava absorbed the 38% ﬁ.gure given 0 Kemna&v.; c - ::
catit g to noﬁe 'ehat anong Catholia Republicans their 'l
; “atian' 'apmr'enm mfluéhq:jéﬁ their assegsmient as. 1o viho
. made the bést talevision present-a‘bion, iny 21% stated thai'a Hﬁ.xon made |
the bost appearanca a8 eontrasted to 40% of the, "Rogular fi’rotes'tan—.’ef-'
Republicans and ':ff-__': of the thﬂamentalist Rapublicané, A mioh higher
péréentags: of s Catholde Eepublicam than either the ae_g-*:_l,"ean TRegular -
Protestants" or the Republican Fundamet mists stated that Kennedy .
made e bettar presenta'bien, | L
" 1y ) wuld be & lower percentage
uhp stated -that Kennedy made: tha best televiaion
presemation would etate & voting préference #ov Kennedy than of
sgular Pmtestants" who s'bated thet Kernedy made the best televﬂ.sion




- orientation durtng &n elestion vhich f aivestod tovards. tnflusnshng.
x Votlng not o

| “sdusation® on tha' ’

 btaby under soms ¢irotigtans

Ppros 'éﬁtatibh;i Alse. hypo othesized was thaf a higher pereen bage o

Cathol&es who stated th&t Kennedy had made the best telavision

presentetion would indioate & vo:;"-;, '_“i pre.ferenee i‘or Kennedy than of |

telovigdon. appearenoea It ‘can ba- aeen in T',ff{j '4“'!5' ﬁhatb@th S

Punds ;_taiisrté- etated a

Ninetsc-five pement of tha Ga%hoiie gmp which stated. that Kenn Ay

made - the best presentation: is semewhat h:gher than the "Re iler o

: Protes tent" gmnp.

;'r‘hame o2 the data in both. 'Iables zma and 4a5 is - o
fom. OF primary impertance o the fast, that 8 s:;;}i;"; ; peligle

- The duy

pattems but alse. alters

1y operates 6 ¢ i

sthor porseptitns and and polttseal

et OF the mngiwe group member; '.{‘he qnesuan of

who" presented the best political debate may be coiored to o606 . &egree
| by the ideology'oi’ the vim:- of the debate._- Houever. even poli%icai

i ,.jA_;eS; can' be ‘a__ m'ame‘by very wen presentea

uld bo toted that Rogular




PABLE . 4,-5 e o I

. REGOLAR Pmmm'rs, GATHOLICS AND mmrmss:s WEHO
smm THA? KRWNIDY MADE mz Bm_w TaVs PRESENTATION =
Emn Pammmw

Pmtastant 21 e 3 8 % 4 6 0. 24 00

o argments and by t\he Style Of the debater. ,.'J,_ e L .{

the' responﬂents pamep%ion or the party prefareme of dﬂ.fferent

- demographio claases. It vag hesdzed tk

ted hedauseboth . ';i:ps had ‘been heav:-fj;‘f': AR

ally 88 b6 theé vot.ing 1ntention |

hypo theaia was fo
of thé other gmup. It is also thenght that if ‘the Ishmiamentansts

j.;"’ff,f{;_-!y their ovn vat&ng mtention if order 1o cmter, in
:thair eyes, catholic pclﬁ.tieal pewer. 'Iha cenverse applies to tha R )
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Catholis voter; 44635 A ho thinks zhat Protestants are going W
vote Repmbliean this ALl sol&dify hds oW voting intention in the
Opposite direction in ordeér to countar Protestan*h bigotryw

In the 1952 atudy eonducted. by camphell; qnastiens uem asked or

- r%pondents es- to how they perceived the voung pmfa

';i’jj_es of membera
61‘ their oun group and of the aifferent groups; ' The folleyd ‘ig data.
were obta&nedJ |

Catholic vatf‘;i": ;

| non—anembers o 15% S 9% - 225 E 53“ “*5

'_ Demeratic is less than one-third, sinee the wtal af the ;areference  .
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" In tis 1960 slestion the religlous affiliation of Kemedy vas an

iable which affested the voters of almost all rol Lglous:

groups An some vays. The slegtorate vas seriohtized to the-religious
issuse In ‘the Eugene study both Protestants and Catholics had &

preceneeiwred not:lon of bow the other graup was going to vo‘be. odking
a.t. table A-eé*; i-t. ean be- soan that emly =74 ‘of the thdamentalistsamd |
11% of the Catholies and *Regular Prateaiff Bt oated that they aida
not knou how these different religious claases ar categories were

-going te vot.e. The commrison between thége pementages and thess of

'_fents 1n Gampball"s 1952 e 7xﬁx_gs;3 It seema

that the electarate had been educated betwean 1952 and ‘1960 to
the fact that Cathelies tend- to vote Demooratio and Protestants tead to
vate Repnbnean., Both Protestants and catholics f
group ha.d develapeﬁ soms eclidarit.y within its‘ gwup. It is thougbt
| fahas the ;parcep&ﬁ@n c.;:f‘ tha ,.!'o.th,ez-!!, ;grqup .asl ha_‘ji{ solidarity wenld

"*'ftt that the other

Vo intents.on.

42% of the Cathéli. voters thought that Ca‘bholies were. .going \‘.o vo'l'-a

Democra‘tio. Eow by 100'

the catholic votere perceiveﬁ Protestanta a8 spntts.ng their vote
between the two parties as commre& te but. 19)% of the Fundamental:lsts
w}m stated that Protestants would e' _t_si,ft their vcte betwaen the. two |

at the table again 1t 40 rema that. 438 of

T, p———
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.hypotheses vhieh vore 3'_';_7‘-‘--7_‘ tng < Al

' eross-pa'eea

~ opposed to gither Fund

| part of tha azxswer shenld be

mup 15, than it would seem that the Mwmtansts shov the higbest.

degree of Metrimtién. 16 446 m can be seen

' that. uith regand to tha perceptiam oi‘ the Protestant vote, .there are

b tuo pementage p@int dii‘ferences between the pemeption of %

the obvieus, iqe., the vbter who belonga to one- o

all other variables) - tond to vota for tha party’s.

’more 86. than the eppesing _'__'fif,j'-i 'sc&ndidates. Hawever, there were :

revedy es an exampley thab.-of the

Uré VO*:G?Q : . y . ,
nxe ‘basss of the vhele thesie ia that there is a different veting
patitein evidenced by F\mdementalia‘«ts as eppased %o, "Regular

Just as there is’ a dﬁ.ﬁ‘erem vo%ing pah‘bem exereised by Gatholics ag

“entalists or “Regular Fmtestants.“ N
ing of "bhe ohapter, was, why did

‘j;". 3 cla:;iﬁedg o
4 wAs f]",i,',v:_:'_;. :Ln a post»electien analyais by Br‘ Engene Lindstm;

d mathemaﬁician for m, that the higher the Catholic pemamtage 3.n

Protestamts”
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,;tion, the greater ‘the Demooratis gain over 1956.
The follawing are Dry L:lndstrcm's fmaxngs.‘

each s’bate's pol_

,eatholic 3 of L - L "; o Change in Dmocratio
i' gtate: population I 5 . Vete 1956»19“

| %or less S A
A o w
| 3%-39% S e up 15%

Cdghertwere. o wes

- r:tthaa_to be remembered that eregon ha.& but. 938 of u.sp

catholica _Thus Gregon ean be eonsidered one of the atatee :i.n which -

the Gathol:lc po inon vaa 50 small that 1%, had el et'feot on
voting.l If Qmébn had been a state 5.n wh:lch 1.0% or mére of tshe
populatien was Gathene then tmdoubt the state wmld have sup

Jo!m F. xennedy the Demoorat rather %he.n Fichard an the Re f'
The results of an elecuon study !m the Sonth on rengioua voting

giveq instgnt U] eregonfs patehquilt pattors of vottage In the
na: ie dona by Stokes& campbell, mller and converae’z it

(Deeember 12, 1960), pages 78-82 , o

- '_swkes. '5s£abmtyanachange i 30600 4 Rotod mgmecti.
* ‘dnaxisen Rolitioal Sctehng Reviay; Vel 55 nos 2 (umoy 1%?3@-98869
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was: i’om:d that in the Seuth that "stmng" Bemocrats 1n their sample .
nade litt;le a‘entﬁ.bution Yo the. 1960 ratic tm'nout. 'The inoreeae,

| in turnout eame fvam *'ueak“ Bemoorats who tumea out 1n snch great

mzmbers _over: their participntian 1n the 1952 and 1956 electifm that-

. their tummt surpassed ‘the; "strong" ﬂemoeratic turnout‘ 'rhe nilysts

1s that ““ﬁ“ca‘h"n" fosling overoate party loyalty and. the. mativation
o vote wag, baeed on an ant:l-catholie feeling rather thaa on | party

j'_-iples. Avthough not substantiated this also could have soourred

N fm @regaa, The Rmdamamalist for 'bhe most part ne% béing highly

educated and. havtng 8 lawer income has 1n the pae"b abetainad from
voting either heea.use he was apathetic abaut iasues or he cmzld not

nd, thi ﬁowever, the religieus usue was samethf{f,. g t.hat he
 sould 'tmderstand and his ndn] ster and h&a Mends very easily converted

this’ hmo a bla k and white us‘ua ‘with whieh 16 oi;"ﬂ,';i? 3 maks & deoision»

to voﬁea. 'Ihe rwult was ‘an ema t’rem the Eemoaratie P"’A y_‘of the -
members with‘weak cozmmltments. 'fhe result, [ Repnblican 1




V. couemsm

_ Bengious freedom far ell...every in&ividua.l. has r&gxts to
his own convictionisss Our responsibility is to &tep over

- political linds and never let a eatholic be head of- th:ls L
oountzyy | L F

& the- 1969 presidential eleation canpsaig the accnsatien vas

nade: by newspapar edieormal mmm; by nberal Pmteetant m:lnistem
and by politicai, candidaﬁes that basing the m%ing deeﬁ.sien‘ oxz - S |
,canamate*a religiws ;-ff-?"z-’l;'ramn was an armuomi asty Tt.ves said
“f‘be:. based upon 8: candidate'a .‘{;',"___,f_"»»‘;ﬁcations', i.e.,

" rather than reue@lous afﬁ.liatien. .
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Apparently inconsistent astions may be sonsistent with a broader
‘principle or get of attitudes within the individual, Dood then

concludes that whereby sccially or in the eyes of the multitude the -
individual i irrational or incansistent, psyoholagicany 'xie- may be |

. ccmssswt,en‘b.fl Allport has etatad that the polatical nature of man 15

' &ndistﬂ.nguishable from his. pea-sonality ag a whole, *'A man!s politieal
opinions reﬂeet the characterietic modes of his adj\zstmnt to 11fe.“2
-X€ we then, aseept the 1ogical thesis of Allpor'b it may be said that
politioal partioipation, at any 1evel 13 a reflection of a persen's

péz's shality as molded by his environment. Hsren the aet of rons

partioipation is 1n efteet an indicator of personality. 'I‘he pers@n
perhaps fosls aliensted from the political system and thus sees no
resson to participates 1% is also peéeibﬁle he has an intorest in the
political systam ‘but his informatien is restricted (this cauld be a
natter of valussy ;64 buying e

1 Ro
ne

) ',"i' rather than the R Gy’

and thus lmouing oﬁ' no difference betweet eandida’bes dees not doen 1%
neoessary %o vote. _ . .

A xmmber of atudies have beén conducted in order to de%emine the
factors wh:!.oh ccntribute to prejadicm Seme ,agcioleg:la.tg have @he.oﬁzed

11‘“””& ¥ Docb, Biblde m&ea 9.99 Exo nda (New Yorka  Henry
Holt Oompany,\ 1943), pege 65‘ . ) -

.‘ Allport; "The: composiuen of Political Attituﬁest
i&neriaan %umal'of Sead logyy i by Robert B iane.,- Politicel
1afe -,m.encoe, ntoey Tl The Freo. Press. 1959), page 97, R

i

Il
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r the

that the higher he educational levelof the- g‘foﬁp,ﬁﬁh@;r- orie
Pmﬁwﬁc% 4 study wao dons in'Scuth Afrdda’ 46 déterminie vhether

edusated people were more tolerant than the less educateda ﬁhe

seem: to show" that those with ﬁnivereity trﬁj?-'.':’

than thoge: with but an’ elementary echmmd:«:lmu1

l'_',g were mueh ore telerant
Hovefver. in another
sﬁudy cenducted by s Na‘bienal G’pinion Besearch Center of‘ over 2500
white respondents m the Unmd S%ates eomlatang me 1evel of
edueation with prejudiee, the eonclnsion draun from the stuéy was that
general education doss not d h prejnﬁice.z ' _‘ . _' "

S the present study it was hypothesized thats ‘the higher t.he
educational 1svel: ‘of “ths respendents ¥ the Tover wﬁl& be the 1mrel of

religious prajudieeq By leoking at Table 5-1 it can be aéen that
there is' no: oorx‘elatian between educa*bion and v‘ating on the basis oi‘
";‘j:arﬂ Protea%ants

réligion (religiaus prejuﬂice) amdng aither the AR

In every e&ueauonal category, however,-'-' it»-oan

or the F‘lm&amen "_-_'f;s 4
be aeen that the type of mlﬁgieus affiuauen effects uhether the

] voﬁe on the basis ef rengien er netw Aa an exampla,
echmation or

res.ponﬁenfs

guong “egulart Protestante o, have had & tenth:greds

legsy only % etated that religion would influence thair v«»ting. Among';




TABLE " 5}

- EDUGATION ‘OF YREGULAR® ‘PROTESTANTS AND memmsis AND
| WHETHER THE RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION OF THE PRESIDENTIAL |
.~ CANDIDATES WOULD ALTER VOTING INTENTION

o F¥es . Wa_
— gl

6 8. 8 8

:T:aae Sehool, Some
,.,ifjllege; oly Some
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TABLE 542

“Yormia mmwieﬁ

Bot
Effect Vot.e Effe(ﬁt Vote
' - Nes -

M3,999 3 3 1® w8 o o 1 .10

; looking at. the eategary ’of eollege gmauates .
or those daing post-’_:;;_. to college work 1t is gosn that among |
Protestants ¥ 1285 stateﬁ that religion would influence their voting _
Mtention whﬂe among Pundamentalists- :in the Seme educatienal categery,i

64 stated that religien vould influence their voting mtention. In

1is Angtanse thers s a difference of 5% -uhigh agqm.in_gly is accounted
for by the type of church the respondent wasaffinaf-ed. 43 can be




L membars‘ and 'therefore A

116

- goch 1n Table 51" there 1s an squall high'pereentage differance in the'

other educational categories.« -

It v ”:j;;nhssized that ‘e higher the ‘income: 1evez” £ the'

: resmndent, the lower woqa.d be the 1evel of religious Prejudice, By
loaking a‘c Table 5-2 k3% can be seen that with* regarde t;,o "Ragular" S

Eighteen pereent of
affiliation af the candidatea wmzld inz’luence their voting 1ntentien.~..
Those 1n the. 31»“0 to 86,999 fxicone braoket were less prejudiced and-
thcse with an income ever 7,000 vere even less prejudieed. When W
1ook at the Fundamemanste in Table 542 the hypomesie has o
completely disproVed since that Sed ::;;,,f_.".

the hﬁ.gher the prejndiees‘ Ho‘f’if“f ; the mmt intemting

the higher the 1nccme lev*elg

i the data in Tabla 5-2 is the ‘great éispa!‘ity .tn prejudice betwaen the

Fular? Prbtestants a'b every income level.
| With these respendente with an inoone: under sz..m them 1s & difference.

. ‘An explanation for this phenemenon might possibly be that ~thcse
‘ ?em_damentausts uho arefin t!;e uppar inceme brenket are very trongly

'-;{ffh whch 18 able to achieve a high insons would
“his ohurh ¢ ageiliation fram one which i “ﬂm”

a very stréng impact en thedr voting behavier. .




7

of 7% botwsen ths Pundamentalists and the "Regulad? Protestants

 respéndents vith an dncons of over §7,000 & yoar-thére iy a difference
of 55%. | P | o
Frem Tables 5*1 and 5-2 it geems quitve »evidenﬁ f,hat voting on

‘the basis of religi"'nj (prejudice) is not a fune \on.

coi' either income

te Ho1d his persb‘f;; _-: -
| In a. very 3@9"'31 gense the .f_‘
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tendencies mush nore than 1beral denominational memers." Boisen
. -belieVes that Pentecosta]s tend to besome. authorﬂ.tarian in their
personanty sinoe that they believe that the. divine manifests itself in
.the unusual (abin't.y to speak in tongues and modern d&y miracles)gand
thus t.he religicma prcmptdng doss not eeme. frem spir:ltuai 1nsp1ra‘bion
o from within but. instead comes. fmm uithoutx by an authorlty figure 2

1M15haa1 Argyle,
Panl, 1958 3 Pﬁges 175 41’

Routledge & Kegan

-iis" "V9nservat1ve attitudes with régards to religlon, - All of. the. .. .-
] sts were competént in the fields of religlous dogma, A series of
open ended ‘mtez_'views were eondmted a.nd the results obtained ores

re}igious educa‘mon were: salected fer & stmdy oi‘ Idbera1~7_., ey




thé mfmietem o
Another student of religious psyoholegy as said thare are

vbasically t'.wo types of rel‘lgions which effeot prejudide. W. Edgar '

Gregoz‘y maintains the ane manifesting the least prejuﬂice 18 mam oi‘ an B
Anner religious faeung, Thas Mupholds tho émuds of trotherhicod um |
emnpaeaiea and devotion to a Gad who lwes all paople ami ,seeks thé R

ity to an e&xtémal euthority‘
,:,»1 ,{“_. & wh.{eh semms 'hhe se.ved from

"'."T’?fested aﬂ.nee there ia

Iin-f'_v.i 'ﬁlerance oﬁ tha oi‘ one autmrity far anether self«.proelaimed
authority.‘ | BT
st4tutions

Au. ?retes%ant ohumhea have dectrinee whﬁ.oh are 1-;

zed:
hwever, some Protestant chumheﬁ are mnch more mwlerant ef o'eher
un "‘";_’talist |

n E‘dsar eregory, “Begearoh and the" ?emholoay of’ Reug“"# b
p: Y Q@ : Yo .ero trvmk rtr R




- Seemed or show- that tho mure liberal Protes‘ban'b ohurchgs did ot believe
that only

they had tho - BEFuer doctrine;: whieh had to be fellowed in

" onder t6 bé "savedf | AR

| . The Qathona Ohureh has been eriticized by many sinee the
clmrch 18 com ; letea.y centmlized and thus 18 able to qui'he effectively

.,_“Bengimm Them'y end Soodal Poncy," in Tawtieyts
Jul the thesis 15 advamed t.hgt

%0-1ive their own lives, A
8.1 _omewha‘b arregan e‘ontem

61 Zhez-;e#mple from Tawney is":'uéad hove o
slaced on tt.ge mdh;d;ml and ;he laok_ei‘ a.




The Catholic

‘not. presént s.n the &oc‘brine of hmdamen{{;if_f'i _
Church although belierving that only they have the "right" dootrine 4186

believe that & member of a Protesten‘o church who is well meaning 1n his
religious practices and has- not had the opportunity to imderstand ‘
‘Catho'lic :dootrine can alse be -"saveda ; mudamentalist chumh doctrine
is fiot ge ‘bolerant since they belisve that no matter hov zealeusly the
L catholie praotiees his religien, he s doomed %o hell.
. Argyle has said that reugieus movemen‘os ameng various minorlty
:_"':sifiad into three typesz ' U
= (a) those that passively abuapY their disprivileged status,
: hasising only the importance: of religious ValuveSeswe o
(b) those which criticize whthout attacking the socdal order
_and withdrew from ao@iety, and (c) those that protest. 4
aggessively on religicus grounds & ‘_ inst soclety a‘h large.
F‘Becen?. gtudles 1n Ho:-;f;;"" : and Sweden have shmm that m,t.ha i . |
geogmphieal areas vhere Fundamentalism ﬂourishes, the Gommnistsﬂ

,? Possibly t.he xeason t‘or this i,s that, N

c j}jgm has ns gremst att:’aetidn in ercas 1n which eeonmnic

hardshiye exiat. Fundamentalism is bred in areas in which there ie ,

eoonomio deprivation and eona én't ldw edunation level due to the

Jdack of oppe"f-‘-. 4

ty, Some of the people An’ the area are attmtad ta

omuni St anﬁsome % Fundamentalism althonsh they are diametrically

ceoive. than passtves. mhaél segyin, B y Be
'Routledge &Kegan Paul, 1958), page 1344

aSeymour Mpset_, Pelitieal Man (Garden cit.y, Neu Yorkx ﬂoubleday
and Cempany Inc.,_ 1960)5 page 108. _




‘ opposed. Lipseﬁ has fozmd that in the poor ‘eastern paz-’os of Europe t»he o

- Comuurists: have béen: very sareful ot 4o. effend the F\mdamentalist's

religigus dogma"z-‘-*{ Possibly the reason for this 49 that ﬁmdmnenf"'"'{ ;ité- |
in the politieal.

agstam, *Ihey beiieve t,hat sufferings ‘on earth uiu reap

tend 16 ba. otherworlﬂ]y and not eoncemed with ¢t

and goonenl ;
the grem»heneﬁts in heaven and the appressors on earth will
i hel.’uz '

racaive*ﬁieﬁ; Jnst

'-""ji'{_?sts 860 16 threat, fren Pundasentalist doama. Evidmtﬂy

. eause at seme i‘ature time m:lght by : of ugey:

eriented tovards their ehmh q@t only for spiritual satisfaction but
" also for- entertainment and eenmnity service. Tha church is a focal
puint of an oi‘ ﬁheir needs, Becanse the membarahip Qf the

'-’F\mdamenmlist chumh is aa cemitted 'tse the c"j"‘.’_‘-“‘;h aa a reiigicms su;d

secial mstitution, the pene'bratton of the authoritarian leaderahip

be an exeallent method of disseminaf-ing

Robert Lme f‘o\md there is less partieipation and interest 111
litms by those in louer socio-economw elass positiens ,'m the

: .‘Mopaeew%

2396 fgotnptm, page 126,1 far the explmtgon af this type of’
:attimde@
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Undted States and offera six propesitions to expla&n this;g 'I’he'ée em’:aa1

“Proposition mmber oned lower stams women have less time
for politidal astivity. Proposition twos those of the lower -
. sboiosegonomic ¢lass fool at a disadvantage trying to :
" compéte with upper statis members of the commmity and this
1cads to vithdrawdl from scmmunity effairss:  Proposition threed.
nembers of the lower socioweconomic class belong to fowey . '
organizations and thus they aro not 8s aware of commmity
affairss Proposition four: The jower ¢lass persen has 1ess
., esonomie securily and feels ho has less Of a gense of .
" . ¢ontrol over his envimnment than those from the middls and
 the upper elass, Propositien:six: because he'ds'a -
' member 6f the lowsy socioseconomic -class. he has & low .. .
educational level and therefore has less of a capacity to
' ‘deal with abstrant issues. T . .

Lane also suggests that manbers from lower economic groups tend to

delegate’ dec&sij‘ in the commnity to those with more 1ncome
and admatiomz | | | '

From the evidence which has best presented in ohapters o and

. thres it would eeem that Lane’a analysﬁ.s of pontieal partieipa'tdon

of the lower sociweﬁbnomiu claaees would not be complately va.lid for
the residemts“of“eur'reseamh canmmnity in the 1960 Presidentiai

- -eleot&om. Eovever, Lene also mekes the ohservaﬁ.on from’ evideme he
has fomd that peepla who Me stands on iasuee ei’ tha day are. mcre

astive i po A:ms than others .3 m the findinga in ehapt.era we and
*aobert Lane, 6], Lige (Clencos, 11yt The Free Pressy

; '1959). pages 234s




three it sednms qnite evident that the andamentalist ohurch member was
aotivated pcmtioally by his minister and other chumh relatw
referenoe gx’oups 'rhus 1t s possible to redomile Iana's findin@

with those in the present atu /8 ‘ T
Pmpositien nmnber one stated that 1ewer status weman have 1ess '
t:lme For pontical actoiﬂty. Allport saya that uhile %hare have not

been any 8"‘“‘““ 9**“'5198 as 16 vhy ce:f:{‘.f"f-" Peeple follow demagoguesa

1y the people are uneﬁucated, and over

' 1.0 years ei‘ age vhe haw not suoceeded 1n lzu‘e. Also the presence in

: ':enee of demagegues of ‘any e'beica»i‘aceﬁ women euggest that he

Jor these men.’ :lf 'the asaumpt\ten 13

mmna 4 secret 1eve

mada that 'bhe i"j ; _?i"_f',ter dots ih the manner of‘ a demagogue and trs.es tc
irm;ke an anti-Cathelic feeling 1n his oongregation the women
tend to fa&iow hia suggeationm Eu

’ There s no 1teh on the questionnaim to measum the effective«- |
ness of the m!.nister’s prepaganda on the ohurch members, Rowever, a.t '
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e e el mam 543

mrom*msz OF RELICION MONG MALE AVD FEMALD mvm*rmsx:s
| ASD RELATIGNSHYP 70 WEETHER -

: ,...

GE, VOTING nmsmm ‘

Very Important
Female S R
| somewhat Important 2038 461 o0, 6‘!

s e

rasnlte 'need more mlanation. Ona explanatiofn may be - that the

mrsn,s a ye £ g for 1ove for these. vomen and u;mever the minlstar

I‘t. ia pesaible, howeVer, that men are mre .

-htemsted;.in: pomi s and thuis base thetr vots on ngormation on

3.391193 ra.ther than x’ei ong The women nat being interest& 1n pontics
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énd &aam haveno mfommm mep% that Me@mm by the cbureh on

Pundanentaldst sburehs lo febued vith antiuCotbelictan, the passibility
| tholde bawg eleawa mmsnt 6f ths GounLry ematmmea a

p Pungumentalist ¢ shureh marbors haa w hava |
-a_':tj;m ms maaaw adts 4d ouoh an sgenty Tho mini pter nay :m
wum e po:’mt w v&ew 'ehat he 1o edvesatin 1n ordor
| ' churol g m msnasw

‘Anm% am
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advooete pomts of view he does not personally hold,? Uhen the
miﬁister is effeetively fab'.le. to. ~Gf£e‘r= attion uhiéh vill é’ombat. |

_ Catholiclsm, the Fundanehtalist then attempts 1o activ‘ely eempete in
the eleotion eampaigu |

Lane's thirdproposition; tienbers of the léwsr socio=ceonomic

olass belong to féver organizstions and thus thoy are ot as ewars of
eammunity affairs since belongd
him with information about.

¢ o various cemminity groups supplies
mity affatrs, i8 adle to be yeseneiled

with ao-tive participation by Pundenentalists during the elestions The
mihié%’e"r in the Fu ans
anly ag to the dangers of Gatholieism and how a Cathelic president would
pose a threat to Profsestant chnrehs but alse. as to the ac'tion to be
taken to counteract this potential threat. It m&ght be hypothesized
that the- more orga.nizations vhich the F\mdamental&st belonged to, “fthus

nlist church offared complete Mormation 1ot

giving him a wider: seurce of information) the 1e‘§s he wonld be inolined
to appose a canéidate solely on the basis of rel.igion. By. adhering

to but ane organizatien, its? dootrines ana its? aetions, there were
no counterupressures on the Fundar talist uhieh might possibly cause
hﬂm to mitiga‘tve his: views.‘ In this instanee belonging to. but a few

n 1Freaer1ek B, Linley . an attempt to verify whether Protestant
ohiréhs used propaganda devices to promote deetrine and inorease
' membership found preachers and religlous teachers who advecated points
. of view ‘they did not believe in; or only did so half«héartedly, ather
religious leaders did not understand some of the doctrines and ~. =
_ principles of theid churchs bub used the terminology of 50004
tradition® to reconeila their not mderstanding the doctr:!.ne and their
own belief system. zmm (New
York: D; AppletonsC
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organizations was an asseét for ini%iating pelitical acticm by the

, .leaderahip in such organizatiens. _ |

.- lene has stated that 1o order ts botter imderstand any given "
social aituat:lan, ‘a imowledge of the‘pgyehologmel proeesses of the
1ndividna3. provided mmh fors inaigh'a into t,he situation than mere];,r
‘bhe hwwledge of t»he sitmat:ten and the overt response of the inﬁividual
to the sa.tuauon.‘ 1% ds for this veason that en sttempt is made %o |

1 ’,-e the: pere”}_'f;‘_f
Paul Johnscm *has pointed gut: thove 1s a aimularity bet.ween the
oid persen insists '

1ty ‘of the Fundenentalisty

noidy The' para

pre:}ndiaed pereon and the. pari
"'en an either-or sqlution and arrivee at. premature caisurea diss

| rogarding con;;;": evidenoeﬁ 'Ii'ma thé prejudiced person reatriete

his saume of infomatiw to a very AATTOY seeter of an ‘of the
infomation which is ebtainable. Indiv‘idnals vho belong to 1over
ly:to bo a3 highly

sacio-econom@ groups: in-sedlety are less lik
_educated as' those from the upper sosiosesononie groups. in gocietys They
. are less likély to bafe access to infermaticn if for ne other ressen

1Robert Lane, Pelitical
Page 990 S ‘ .
2w .wohnaon. reonality ;m_.dze_l_im(mw ifbr-‘kt- Abiné'dm
.Presso 1951); page. 19 L e e

6 {(Gleneoe;. m.s The Free ‘Présoy 1959),’




" the I\mdam
.positiovx he tenas to supporf, ene vﬁag and chastizes other points of
: view, if t‘ar no otber reason than he is not fam,‘igar wi'bh ﬂ . |

TR TSRS
BT ARG

129

than that they a:re not avars of- the infermat'lon or vhere i'o might be
ob.tai;ned. Thus the :lnformation thay obt»ain comes i‘mm a very namw

. ‘sector of sotietys. ’.lhis factor might contribute 10 manifesung
..prejudice mong lower sooio-eeonomio groups o SR

T’w church may B“PPOI‘*‘ 1daas, points of view, and wt y

-iwhich are not direcfly related 1o religien snch as f.he position taken

t churches during the 1969 eleotion regarding the

by many Fundamen’.':;f
elagction of the Demecratic eandidate for president, J‘olm Kennedy. Ii‘
st chmh member is exposed to but one point of vieu or

he arrives at some eenclusi,oaa disregaxﬂing any other conclusions
because he 1s either tmfamiliar aith eentrary evidence or he has

.closed his mind to the implication of the evidenee.

'I‘here hava been several etudies of prejudioe whieh have fe\mﬂ
relamonship between pre:]ud&ce and conservatism A study was .

conducted in Inndon on racial pre:}udiee in 1%01 anﬂ :H; vas f"ji-‘.__ d

3& P. Adinarayeniah, "A Research in Celour Prejndice, m ggtiag_,
g7y XEXT (1940+1941) 217-229). Richard Christie and
John Garcia conducted a, study designed to measure ‘the relationship ,
between et.hn, trish and-authoritarianisn, . The study was condudted
rém. the University of Galifomia ard from -a-university
lne of the conclusions: frem the study was - that :
"mdma\me tond. to- have an- ideclogy regarding. mino:,‘ity groups whioh
is in conformity with their persenality stmct‘,-_‘- i
exieting within . the ¢ulturally sancsioned frane. of-reference reganiing
-groups;". ' Richard Christie and John éarcia, "thcultural
Variation in. Anthoritarian Personality;" The Journal of Abnoima) and
g kology;. XLVI noy I. (Dotober, 1951 3 L5740 RS

ﬂ‘
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there was a positive oerrelation beween eonsez'vatism and those whe

woula deny minerity groups oivil rights. In eeveral swdies eonducted

uith college. students to detemine faotors eansing pre;]udice 11; waa

found that these who scored high on prejmmse, eeored higher on

"'1ons designed ‘me@ure eonfamity te conservauve natienaliatic

vierws than the lou eqor.am cn prejndicea.‘

"Defenders of the cmgtian Faith Ine.,“ a thdamentalist publishing
house. 'Ihe magazine caries articles supporting racial aegregation,

y was eenducted of conege smdente 1n six eas_tern

on a question to méaa“ o conserVat 'm than the low scorers
projudicey - Gardner Lindgéy, "Difforsnces Botwscn the: High and Iou 1n
I’rejudioe and their Im;alicatieas for a ‘Theory of' Projudice;” Journal
7y XIK 60 ¥ =<s9 195@), pages 16-40@ Ina atudy

Some Baots~of" rejudice," ‘I'he J Hycholosm

'946), pages 9=39 R L |
B pres dy there were ne’ quest&ons rnlating to poli%ical
liberalismuqonsemtis hwever, the ‘high pereentage of Fundementalists
who stated that  religion would influence thelr vote (see Tables 5e1 and
5%2) and the results of previeus studtes relat:lng.‘te fastors which causs’
projudiee would -possibly be a bagis for speculating that in the' présent:
gtudy, among the F\mdamantalists there is a high degree of political
consarvatism’ : e :
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condamning the "'uorld-—wide Jeutsh monéy cons‘ trepy™and condemilhg

"cathoue persecntion cf Protestanta." .

!.

I is azsempom vant to note that recéntly the leaderbhip of -

F\mdamentalist c!mreh g'oups have beeome 1nereasing1y aseeciated w:lth
rlght-uﬂ.ng politioal activities whiteh tend to restrict eivil nbertS.es.
In the ﬁmt chapter, evidence was intioe

the Univerait.y of Miehigan Survey Reseamh centér that-. if religion had
- not been & faotor in the presidential eleetian, Mr. Kenn wonld hazve |

‘  po P vote ma'bead of‘ by just a
fraotion over 56%; The Michigan etuﬁy and the study done 1n

both present data vhich guggest thae religion 1) an impqrtant factor '
which: m\xsts be \mderateod and’ mvesﬁgated befere the eomplete dyne.mics
ofvotingbehaviorcanbe\mders.-' ‘ SRR

" Prom: t-he evidence in the presant s 5

; presidential election the Fundamentalist ehu roups:: 1
‘be a8 vbeal in oppgsing a Oatholic 1n the white House as they were 1n

19605 It 1a predioted that 4 the leadarshlp in f.he Pundamentalist |

churches is able to mobil&ze the. general membership by discounting
President Kennedy's nentral attitude (even perhaps pro-?roteatant

attitude) ‘-fj,fg hia .f"'-_,j""'ff;ﬂ'_tration, as nothing but a papal plot t

.silence the opposition, relig&on
presidential ele'.

11 de as muoh a factor in %he 1964

n,as it was in 1969.
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