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POLITICS AND BIGOTRY

Mainstream politicians want voles.
Extremists crave an audience.
Both use bigotry in electoral campaigns for one reason. Bigotry works.

RzpublicanandDamauthandSouﬂL&stdemUbaalmd
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stream, deniability is the key. The trick is pandering to bigotry while saying “who,
me?” and keeping a straight face.

Dupiwmemevinblerwemdmugious-basedappealdengeachwnpdgn
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based tactics since 1980. Listen to the Republicans — these same extremists are the
inevitable result of liberal Democrats ignoring white voter resentment about well-
intentioned but ill-conceived social policies. Both “politically correct” party lines
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politics before 1980? "Why don't politicians see the manipulation of intergroup
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disruptive force in their work place? Aren't we, as a society, in trouble if each
political party primarily sees bigotry as just another weapon with which to assail the
other?
Wbaemdxenon-puﬁmfminAwiansocietywchaucngebigouym
politics? What can they do? Groups are made up of people. If people care about
politics they vote, and if they vote they, 100, are Democrats and Republicans.
Dunomnmumﬂybesimumaiﬁciumforfwofhelpingwn-
cnns.Republkammumﬂyulmmmaiﬁcichpublkms,forfwofhclpm
Democrats. That hesitation holds even in clear cases of bigotry. Most times today,
the use of bigotry has become so sophisticated that it is not patently obvious and
easily provable. And what can anyone do when, in the last days and even hours of a
campaign, a desperate candidate starts playing the bigotry card?

And what about the other aspects of bigotry in politics, such as the interethnic
contests and bigoted presumptions every time voting districts have to be redrawn?
Amsonwmdiesforpauovmbigouy—gurymmdaingwunpowerdism-
franchised minorities, for instance — now being used to promote another form of
bigotry? And what is the role of the political parties involved in these fights?

A Longstanding Problem

None of these difficult questions are new. Bigotry in politics is as old as
politics, and members of organized political parties have always used bigotry to
increase their power, and diminish the power of others.

Go back to 1789. White males were the only empowered group. Jews were not
allowed to run for office in many parts of post-colonial America. The Constitution
had to be amended in 1870 to allow all black men to vote, and amended again in
1920 to empower women. Only American Indians deemed sufficiently “good™ were
enfranchised before 1924,

Even in modem times, with the vote legally available to every adult, there
have been impediments based on differences between people. Poll taxes, literacy
tests, and gerrymandering kept blacks from political power into the 1960s — and
even then, racism and bigotry were used to effect outcomes.

In 1955, for example, a national political group, the “Federation for Constitu-
tional Government™ was formed to fight integration. This was no fringe group of
beer-bellied bigots and Ku Klux Klansmen. Two United States senators, six United
States representatives, and five serving or former governors were elected to its
advisory board. The federation was “a great crusade [for) un-tainted racial heritage,
culture and institutions of the Anglo-Saxon race,” according to Democratic Senator
James O. Eastland of Mississippi.



In 1956 Admiral John G. Crommelin ran against Alabama Senator Lister Hill
hdnbmmﬁcpzﬁnuyehcdom.wwclybhmingdaeptgaﬁmonamspmcy
spwheadedby“?eﬁx?mkﬁn&t,a]ew.AnbuSpmger.aijistkw.md
SenamrﬂabmuhnmaMmistJew....We'vegotwkeepﬂﬁslmﬁmﬁerof
thcrealAnglo-Saxmnoe."d\eAdnﬁnlslid.wamaﬁngaowdofmppam.“lf
I'm wrong,” he yelled, “my name’s Finkelstein!"”

In l956.aRewblicanPanyoﬂ')cialianoitwsindictedformnﬂinghatc
kmwmmmmmmﬁcﬁﬁm.mdd&wdwmbhcks
imovoﬁnchpublicanﬂnybaedwfdnimprimuwofme"CmnwﬂofWhiw
Swvauonwmﬂd“keepd)eoolaedmdaoonuol.“mdthﬂabcmocnﬁcmus
would “block [Republican] civil rights legislation,” designed to allow “Negroes [to
attend] school with white children [and move] into the better neighborhoods and
[get] better jobs.”

lfyouxhinkmhvﬂemcﬁawmjustdnlchyoftbeoldSomhduﬁngme
early civil rights struggle, think again. Less than twenty years ago, in South Dakota
in the 1970s, Attomey General William Janklow — the chief law enforcement
officer of the state — was able to win the govemnorship despite (because of?) his
declmﬁonthauhewaytodulwithcmainNnichmaicanludetswasto“puta
bullet in their heads.”

On the national scene, John Kennedy's 1960 presidential campaign was
plaguedbytmtemdimuwc.“wmtlnPopemvehisconuomngsystemwﬂw
United States?" a flyer asked. “Yes, if we elect a Catholic for president of the United
States,” it answered. Another asked “John F. Kennedy: Is he Jew controlled?” It
answered: "The...American]ewishCommiuoe...willbegivencmebhncheby
Kermedysodmmcympmceed...inmeirplantoludaiumneticaandlode-
bauch the youth of our Nation down to their own level of degeneracy.” Over ten
million anti-Catholic leaflets were distributed, by scores of different groups. The
Southern Baptist Convention boasted that it would attack Kennedy “because of his
religion . . . throughout the campaign [not because of] bigotry or vindictiveness, but
rather fear born of . . . expenience.”

Akmwnncist.nmningforpresidemonaplatfonnofmism.sumundcdby
racists, received millions of votes and won five states in 1968. “Racists for Wallace™
read signs at an Ohio campaign stop. Wallace's campaign staff included members
who had been active in the American Nazi Party. Pledged electors for Wallace
included anti-Semites who were Klansmen, members of the National States Rights

Party, and of the Liberty Lobby. Wallace raised over 6 miliion dollars, much of it in
small donations offered in response to his obvious segregationist message. He drew




huge crowds. Four months before the election, he had already sold over three million
bumper stickers. Wallace's campaign literature, tinged with anti-Semitism (listing
the names of Jewish “advisors” to Humphrey and Nixon) and racism (“rape” and
“schools™ were code-worded issues) called for “equal equal opportunity to all
Races.”

In the 1970s and 1980s religious extremists had an impact on the political
process. During the 1976 elections, the Christian Freedom Foundation and some
other similar right-wing evangelical organizations promoted what amounted to a
“religion test” for national and state political office. Candidates had to be “real
Quisdm"a“banapin"inadumbeendawi&wwﬂidamaﬁped with
these extremists won national office, although many won important state and local
posts, such as school board membership. These fringe groups — and those that
oo;ﬂdnmbesoeasﬂydismissed—niednmonlywhnpactwpoﬁﬁcalpmoess,but
also to legitimize themselves by reaching out to presidential candidates.

In 1980 a national affairs briefing of the Religious Roundtable drew between
8,000 and 15,000 Protestant ministers to Dallas to, in the words of one writer,
“anoint Ronald Reagan as the chosen candidate of the evangelical movement."”
Ruganwldancwsoonfmnoendwnweﬁngthulnfavomdwhingmﬁonism
mschodsnaowmcrbaluwewDarwimAndBaikySmim.alcadingcvangeﬁml
figure and a past president of the Southern Baptist Convention, told the gathering
that “God Almighty does not hear the prayer of a Jew, for how in the world can God
hear the prayer of a man who says Jesus Christ is not the true Messiah? It's blasphe-
mous. Christianity isn’t a religion; it is the truth!"

In 1984, Reagan campaign chairman Senator Paul Laxalt wrote letters to “Dear
Christian Leader” as part of the Republican Party’s “Christian voter program.” The
delegate packets at the Republic National Convention were to contain New Testa-
ments, until American Jewish Committee Washington Representative Hyman
Bookbinder called the White House and complained. '

In 1988 two ordained clergymen — Reverend Jesse Jackson and Reverend Pat
Robertson — ran for president, frequently sounding sectarian religious themes to
sympathetic audiences of the faithful.

Jackson, in the 1984 campaign, had already alienated many Jewish voters by
his long history of anti-Jewish statements,’ his association with the anti-Semitic
leader of the Nation of Islam, Louis Farrakhan, and Jackson's crack about New York
being “Hymietown."



Future Prospects
Viewed over time, bigotry in politics is a mixed bag. On one hand, minority
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religious and racially-based bigotry. Even before the first 1992 primary, one candi-
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ﬁingepoupundmencisumgwedup.mtd.mmwhﬂc.thepmﬁamdm-
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tics than they were a decade, a generation, Or a century ago.
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for all Americans of whatever religious belief.
And.ofmpoliﬁciamwﬂlexuwevayvotclhcyanﬁmnptumdng
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“States Rights.” “Busing.” “Law and Order.” “Quotas.” And what about ads that
phymbigotedsmeotypeswithmdemnpla.likcwuheﬂmsdw“ﬁu-
loughed-black-criminal-rapist” in 1988, or Jesse Helms's blacks-taking-away-white-
bbsimagehl”O?AdsmpuﬁcxMﬂyhudum.Shouldﬁwmtworksmdlocal
mﬁommﬁnewaiudvuﬁsmudnnmdaigmdwdividcommimnﬁom
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Willie Horton did, in fact, rape a woman after being released from jail. That he was
blackandshewaswhitedidnotalwrﬂwuuthumbewasapdm.mlusedﬁom




jail, who then committed a brutal crime. Crime is a real issue. But so is the history of
blacks being falsely charged with rapes of white women, and prejudices about
interracial sex.

It is also an undeniable fact that at any given moment there are a finite number
of jobs — especially in a recession. Affirmative action, regardless of its merits, does
result in the loss of jobs for whites. Like'crime, affirmative action is a real issue.
And the questions these issues raise about bigotry in politics are not easy ones.

And what about candidates for all levels of government — local, state, and
federal, who appeal to anti-gay or anti-Asian or anti-black or anti-white, anti-Native
American or anti-Semitic sentiments in their day-to-day campaigns? What should
party officials, the press, and the community do? Is it enough 1o hope people will
vote against them? What, if anything, should be done about hate parties, like the
Populists, or the LaRouchies, or the New Alliance Party? And what should be done
about mainstream candidates who draw support from bigots and either fail to or are
slow to repudiate it — Klansmen and neo-Nazis for George Wallace in 1968,
Farrakhan for Jesse Jackson in 19847

Add to these candidate-produced problems those that outsiders bring to politics.
What about groups that hand out leaflets saying “vote Christian,” or who, without
apology, demand the imposition of their definition of morality on everyone else?
What about the abortion debate —can misogyny and anti-Semitism on one side, and
anti-Catholicism on the other, be eliminated, or even contained? As if these ques-
tions are not already complex enough, consider how the media affects the process,
especially TV, which forces candidates to speak in ever shorter sound bites.

Go through the archives of civil rights and religious organizations, and you will
find yard-thick files documenting deep concemn about an unspoken reality that
connects all these questions: appeals to bigotry and fear have always been part of
politics. This is not new. In its most extreme form, bigotry worked for Queen
Isabella, when she expelled the Moors and the Jews. It worked for Hitler. It worked
for the Young Turks against the Armenians, and for the Afrikkaners against black
Africans. It is working today in Slovenia and Croatia, in Azerbaijan and Estonia, in
Moscow and Kiev. A kinder, gentler version of fear and hate works in democratic
politics too. Just ask Louisianans. David Duke won 55 percent of the white vote,
700,000 votes overall, in his 1991 run for govemnor.

From time to time, American organizations have proposed codes of conduct for
candidates, and have monitored campaigns for transgressions. Asking candidates to
“do good™ helps — they may fear loss of votes if they don't promise to run their race
by civilized rules. In 1992, for example, the National Italian American Foundation,
on behalf of seventeen ethnic organizations including the American Jewish Commit-
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First Steps: The Extremists

WimminoisConzrusnnnGmSavagerudthekwishmmcsofhis
s contributors at a press conference; or when Jesse Helms played on
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meirwords.emphmzingmealwhﬁmumhadukmplwe:spukingmnwinlose
less votes than not speaking out.
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be of the same importance as their learning reading or math. Our politicians have
never articulated an agenda for teaching Americans how to become communally
literate, to reject appeals to hate in their daily lives. Not surprisingly, the parties have
no thought-out plan for rejecting bigotry in their own house, in the political process.

It is not only in dealing with elected members of their own parties that the
Republicans and Democrats lack any finéssed mechanism for rejecting bigotry. It is
also in what should be the “easier” cases — the professional hatemongers.

According to Leonard Zeskind, research director of the Center for Democratic
Renewal, there are “hard core, organized white supremacists who are seeking to use
the electoral system, in the same way as they might, under other circumstances, use a
Klan march through town. It is a recruiting device to spread their message and gain a
little bit of power and leverage in the community. It's a phenomenon that is increas-
ingly significant.”

In the last fifteen years, there have been many members of organized hate
groups hanging their sheets on the main party lines, and doing remarkably well. For
example, in 1980, Tom Metzger, a registered Republican and television repair man,
switched his party affiliation and ran in the Democratic primary for the 43rd con-
gressional district in California. “There are deep rooted differences between people
of different races,” Metzger said. “I believe the white people of the United States,
the inheritors of Westemn civilization, are best fitted to run this society.” Metzger was
no garden variety bigot. He was a Ku Klux Klan leader who believed in racial
separation, and advocated violence against non-whites and Jews. Most of his cam-
paign rhetoric, however, was not tinged with his well-practiced vocabulary of gutter
racism and anti-Semitism. He emphasized his conservatism, his small business
affiliations, and his plans to stop immigration, end affirmative action, and halt
welfare for “bums who are too lazy to work."

Metzger had changed party affiliations tactically. The 43rd Congressional
District’s representative, Clair Burgener, a three-time incumbent and a Republican,
was considered a certainty for reelection. Metzger (who campaigned in a bullet
proof vest) vied for the Democratic nomination against easier targets -— San Diego
County Chairman Ed Skagen and Herbert Higgins, described in literature as a part-
ume aide at a fairground. Higgins withdrew two weeks before the election, and
asked the voters to support Skagen. Higgins' name, however, remained on the ballot.
He received 22,940 votes to Skagen's 32,026. Metzger — who received the least
support in those areas where he campaigned the most — nonetheless recorded
32,344 votes. He became the Democratic candidate for Congress by 318 ballots.

Rosalyn Carter, in San Diego campaigning for her husband, spoke out against
Metzger. Despite pleas by state Democratic leaders, however, President Carter did
not, except to exempt Metzger from his vow to support all Democratic candidates.
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WhileMdzget(wholostd\egenaﬂelecdon)wasembummgmeDanoam
onawcoasinl980.}lmoldCovingwn.aNan'.waswuingRepubﬁmpmblems
on the other.

Covingwn.whoh:dreceivedonlyhmdredsofvowsintwopriorelecdon
awnpu.mmuwkcwbﬁanpdmaryfotmygmﬂofNonhCmﬁmHe
had just become leader of the National Socialist Party of America, when Frank
Collhn.iufamerfumu.wasumadaﬁahismfa'hkinzmdecemubaﬁs"
withyoungboys.Covingtmlichﬂzgu.didnotemphasizethehngmgemd
symbokofl(lmgaﬂuingsorNuipmymedngsinhismpdm.“hisdme."uw
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Running against Covington was Keith Snyder, a former federal prosecutor.
Bothcandidateswnpaigmdqmingly.mdd\ememmb\niwedbytbc
media. Republican Party officials, however, disavowed Covington throughout.

Fxﬁy-sixumxsmdvotesmcastCovingmlosLbutmeivedBpacemof
the vote, and won 45 percent of the state's counties.

JackLec.Rzpubﬁcanmcmuidthax“mychpemmf'vowdfor
Covington out of racism. “Jts a freak,” Lee said. Lee suggested that some of
Covington's support may have been from votes cast “against the establishment.”
OthasbclievedCovingtonbmeﬁtedfmmhismmcomingfmonmcbanLor
mﬁpwplchﬁmmmnmmaNMnmmgmwme.ﬁnthave
assumed that it was the more German-sounding Snyder. The Greensboro Daily
News said racism, stupidity, and ignorance accounted for Covington's strong show-
ing, but that stupidity and ignorance were the stronger forces. “If you don't know
who you're voting for, then don’t vote at all,” the paper intoned. The paper’s thesis
was probably correct. Covington had even done well in Jewish areas.

In 1986, backers of extremist and anti-Semite Lyndon LaRouche won the
mhwisbcmﬁcmmaryucesfo:uwmmtgovemormdmaryofm.
Linlemomyhadbeenspauonmckelectioncampnign.yem\eysmmwddwpmy
apparatus. Adlai Stevenson III, who won the party's nomination for governor,
rcﬁnsedtonmonthcmedcketaspeoplewhoargm.mongothermings.mnme
Queen of England is a major drug wrafficker, and that a “Rockefeller-Zionist-KGB
cabal” seeks to control the world. Ultimately, the LaRouchies lost, but they gained
d:emndmtheymved.anddeeplyembmusedmdhundwbmrocmdcdcket.

When extremists run and do poorly, party officials and the press ignore them.
Wnlheymnanddoweu.panyoﬁ'ncialsmdmeptessdwaysseantnk:nby
surprise, and usually explain the results in the same ways: low voter turnout, rejec-




ﬁmdpﬂty—endasedmdidnes.ecommicﬁ\mﬁon.plwembdloumpidity.
ignorance, non-ethnic sounding names.*

Such post-mortems give partial answers, but only to the less important question
of “how did they get so many votes.” The key questions are; “What effect do these
candidates have on the political process?" and *“What are the parties doing about it?"

Leonard Zeskind says that such candidates “cut the turf” that allows main-
stream candidates to use bigoted appeals “the way Le Pen has raised the issues that
are now embraced by Chirac and others in France."

Mmugywuakousedinlmﬁsiminmcemymﬂiubemmckey.a
Louisiana Republican State Committeewoman and founder of the Louisiana Coali-
ﬁonApinstRacismtndNazian.expecuﬂmdmingpmsidmﬁa]elecﬁonymin
the l%duewmu“ovaahmdmdcmdidnmmmdmecounuy"mmgthe
political process to organize and empower those who see hatred as a virtue.

Ahundredcmdidues.inahundredmpaips.mgctingvom' fears, can
recastmepolitimlmwoadebateonnoe.especianyasowsocietyisgrowing
more ethnically diverse, and our economic growth fails to keep pace with that of the
last generation. Diminishedhopesandilmuseddiffaencespmvidefenﬂegmund
for messengers of hate — and the injection of bigotry into campaigns by
halanongasmakessinﬁlnnppcakmmpahﬂblemdlesﬁskyfornm'mt-
able candidates "

The electoral process is the environment in which politicians vie. If, as Leonard
Zeskind suggests, extremists can skew or poison the process, shouldn’t the parties
want to preserve their ability to define issues?

In some places, the local parties have paid attention to extremists running on
their party lines, and campaigned against them.

Maryland Democratic Party Chairman Nathan Landow, for example, spoke out
in 1990 against Ku Klux Klan leader Roger Kelly who was running as a Democrat
for a Frederick County Commission seat. “We dissociate ourselves completely from
misman."medowsaid.“HemaycallhimselfaDcmocm.bmheisnotaccepledas
a Democrat. He will get no support from us — in fact, just the opposite. We'll do
everything we can do to work against him.” Kelly lost.

In elections after the stealth LaRouche candidates won in 1986, the Illinois
Democratic Party publicly identified the LaRouche candidates. Having an organized
panysmscmthmmutsdnorguﬁudhammddemumcsmemis“absolmzly
critical” according to Zeskind.

Yet, there is little if any planning on the national level to root out the KKKers
who tactically call themselves Democrats or Republicans, and most local parties are
not doing much better.
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should be ignored — that campaigning against them will only help them. But
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get their message out. -

Unlike the old-line segregationists, the current extremists will tumn the issues
around. White rights. Quotas. Welfare cheats. “Them" versus “us,” the “justice”
beingon“our"side.'l'heisuesdmenwillbctboseduignedwdividcpeoplc.to
uinfmindwwhitcmajoﬁtyamcthﬂitisohywdisﬁkcmhnﬁﬁes.

According to Cressey Nakagawa, National President of the Japanese American
Citizens League, such candidates play “on the fear that whites are getting shut out,
being denied what is their right: “The laws aren't fair, and the political process is
anunptinswukemingsawayﬁomyw'ﬂm'seconmnicclmargmm Itis
mingeootmxicswbringoutracialbiasmn'sincvaybodywsomdegmeor

Andwhﬂemoslofﬁxecandidatespcwhinshnemwhiw,thuembhcks
from extremist organizations trying the same stralegy, playing on black fears with
messages that broadcast hatred of anything white and/or Jewish and/or Asian. Even
the perpetual outsider, Reverend Al Sharpton, who is aligned with the anti-Semitic
(pro-Quaddafi, pro-Abu Jihad, pro-Farrakhan) New Alliance Party, and who re-
ferred to Jews as “diamond dealers” during the height of the anti-Semitic eruptions
in Crown Heights, ran for elective office, the United States Senate — as a Democrat.

Extremist candidates frequently sugarcoat their extremism to do well
elecxanny.mdmysmcesspmhesmaimeunmdidmswinﬁmcuwm.m
parties have an interest in exposing and shutting down the hatemonger’s strategy
eadyon.lfignodeKKctsorfoﬂoweuofFamkhmwinevmamhmelection.
dwygainaedibﬂily.acoessmthesysm,andﬂwabﬂitywdobewbyraising
ﬁmdsﬁomoﬂntexmmimmdthoumthecomuywhomtoomﬂyukcnin
by scapegoating.
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A Role for National Parties

Even though the Democratic National Committee and the Republican National
Committee “have minuscule effect on the local leaders,” according to Stuart
Mfmasﬁmmﬁeﬁdan&m,ﬁmldn‘tmeydommhﬂpbw
ofﬁciakﬁghthammongmmdalhmb@gwy?&thkickcythinksmn“qlﬁa
support from the RNC” would have helped change things in Louisiana. “Quiet
mppm"wmbelpingofﬁdalsalﬁwolsforspakingmnlbanhammmd
exposing their messages.

Ofcomseitisnotthcmleoflbennicmlpmytowrwimmelocdmy.ono
dictate, especially when that would risk a perception of “outside interference” that
might cause a backlash at the polls. But just as McDonalds would never let one of its
franchises sell a burger with a bigoted advertisement, neither should the national
parties have a “hands off" attitude toward their local affiliates. Saying: “We repudi-
ate 50 and 50" — as the national party has done from time to time — is a start. It is
notsuﬂicimLSaneskiﬂedexmistsmuﬁaﬂae.mdmtemodanlmmy
phyonmeeasiestmofaﬂ.hmmdfw.mdemctitwecmnics.%y
can’t the parties help their local political apparatuses leamn how to delink the twin
mofhaemdmnﬁes?Andwhym'tﬂumiahelplwdofﬁciﬂskun
how to hit the equally powerful emotional button that can also be connected to
econmNcs:bopc?Fwandhopemneiﬂmconmaﬁvcorﬁbqaldocumm
are themes, aspirations. Properly defined and delivered, and connected to ideals of
economic justice, they have power.

Wlnnhncmmgendividcvmanagﬁmtd)eodm.whyisﬁnloalpany
not able to counteract with themes that say “We are all Americans (or Californians
orNoﬂhCnrolinians)—mdnmofuswillbebenuoﬁ'byﬁghtinguchodwﬂ"
Whyisthutnotmmmﬁonalhelpwewoungedmlocdofﬁcials?Bodxpuﬁa
have people working on every conceivable political need. Where is the office help-
ing local parties develop strategies to identify and work against those who use the
wﬁﬁcﬂprmﬁkeasopl:kﬁawdcmhnﬁng.spmadingappedswbigwy?
ﬂnsadfnctisdmdxehaxemongenmmuchbeﬂaorgmﬁmdwinjectﬂnirvmom
than our political parties are to reject it. The anti-Semitic Liberty Lobby, along with
many old-line fascists, neo-Nazis, and white supremacists, are backing a new Popu-
list Political Action Committee, designed to give money to candidates who support
their agenda, and articulate it in the political process.

If it takes seminars and consultants and workshops and increased polling for
local officials to leamn these skills, isn't it worth the investment? Not only will state
party leaders have a better plan for dealing with bigotry and bigots, they will have a
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winning message. The extremist's message is an exclusive one designed only for one
race or religion of voters, to motivate them to vote through hate and fear. A message
of hope is inclusive — it speaks to everyone. It gives a reason to vote for a candidate
other than to cast a ballot against his or her opponent. If the message hits the right
emotional buttons, voter support should be even stronger, bringing people to the
polls who might otherwise stay home. \

Negative, hateful politics work. But so should politics that inspire. If that
sounds naive, consider the alternative. If only hateful, divisive, and negative cam-
paigns will attract voters, American democracy is in deep trouble.

The parties seem ill-prepared to cope with the manipulation of the electoral
sysunbydxw!ﬁﬁe-sbee(cmwd.Andtbcymmbenageamdtodealwithodm
outside extremist forces that smack of bigotry and anti-Semitism. Pat Robertson’s
Christian Coalition is targeting the Republican Party delegate selection process for
the purpose of electing Christians to the national convention, and to insure “the
election of Christian candidates” all over America, especially in “key” United States
House and Senate races. The national plans, outlined at a conference and strategy
briefing in November 1991, dubbed “The Road To Victory," utilize computer
pmmmdmhrdepthmalysisofaﬂtbepﬁmaﬁumdcaucus&.mmmd
local plans, also outlined at the convention, include sophisticated models and surveys
to pinpoint individual voter interest. Voters who are not dismissed as hopeless® are
then written to, focusing on whatever issue is most important to them (e.g., hunting
and fishing licenses, roads, recycling, water). Neglected in the letters is any mention
that surveys and follow-up contact are designed to elect candidates of one religion.

It is one thing for groups to organize around particular issues, including so-
called “family issues.” But when tax-exempt non-profit groups are manipulating
voters to elect candidates based on what is tantamount to a religion test, why are the
political parties not speaking out about this blatantly bigoted — and illegal —
scheme? That politicians may find themselves in agreement with the positions of the
Christian Coalition should be no excuse for ignoring the danger of groups that
promote or oppose candidates based on religion. Rather than condemning such
tactics, many mainstream politicians are courting the Christian Coalition, seeing
votes to gain, and none to lose.

Sadly, neither party is likely to challenge the other to do better on this score, for
fear of alienating potential voters. Extremists and religious fringe groups are likely
to continue to impact the political process as long as party leaders are content to have
an ad hoc ostrich-like strategy for dealing with the former, and see the latter only as
potential voters, and not a source of bigotry in American politics.
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Community Groups

The most successful way to begin to fight bigotry in any arena is for people,
especially leaders, to speak out against it. As the American Jewish Committee
documented in a 1990 study of college campuses, there are fewer and less intense
"explosian"ofhﬂedinphmwhuethepresiduumdkeymivaﬁtyﬁgwu
denounce bigotry on a regular basis. If key people would quickly and forcefully
condemn bigotry in the political process — even in the simplest cases, such as
bigoted statements or ads — the same cause and effect might result. Imagine the
change in the tenor of some recent campaigns if only clergy, political leaders,
business leaders, and other community opinion-molders repeatedly called for an end
to such divisiveness, and embarrassed or harassed the candidates into so doing. Why
didn’t these leaders do this?

One reason is partisanship. A liberal may be more reluctant to complain about a
bigoted statement from another liberal than if the same statement had come from a
conservative, and vice versa.

Another is the difficulty in defining bigotry. A candidate who sold Nazi books
is one thing; a candidate complaining about “quotas” may be another. Certainly, the
word “quota” has become racially charged, and has been bandied about more than is
justified, but quotas are also a legitimate issue on which reasonable people can
differ. Sometimes the intent of the candidate who plays on the edge of a racially
charged issue is hard to discem. And even if we could discern it, does intent really
matter as much as effect?

Many business and community leaders have to work with local government
officials. Speaking out is risky because the candidate whose actions are complained
about might win the election nonetheless. But even if leaders took an ethically pure
position — that bigotry was to be challenged no matter what — there are still
tremendous legal impediments to speaking out.

Go back to the 1986 LaRouche campaign. Here were known anti-Semites
hoodwinking the voters of Illinois. Interviews conducted by the American Jewish
Committee proved that “voter disillusionment and aversion to ‘ethnic’ names were
the strongest factors™ in the primary results. (The LaRouchies were Fairchild and
Hart, their opponents Sangmeister and Pucinski.) The American Jewish Committee,
which exists to counter anti-Semitism, investigated the primary results because there
was anti-Semitism in the electoral process, and reported its findings. AJC believed
that the voters had a right to know whom they had voted for in the primary.

The LaRouche organization filed a complaint against AJC with the Federal
Election Commussion. The FEC found probable cause that AJC had violated the
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ebcdonhws.whichptohibiteapa‘teexpeudiminmwcﬁonwithampdgns.
mmm.mmmc::mwmmnmm
whinghnpmpa.Aﬁaymolpwceedings.lbeFBCdmppedthecm.mascis
still not dead. The LaRouchies have sued the FEC for failing to continue its prosecu-
tion of the claim.

The aftermath of this complaint, even though AJC was not penalized, had a
chﬂlingeﬁ'ea.Nmptoﬁtuxexanptorminﬁmmbepmishedfawking
om:bmnbigouy—eveniftha!istheirmisond'etre.Buuhnisonlythebeginning
of the problem. Anycomplahu&omtheFECwinoostmytodefmd,mmifitis
mmLShnihmﬂwalsoexinmderdnlnmndRcvenmCode.lfamn-mﬁt
tax-exempt organization violates those provisions, it could lose its tax-exempt status,
which.inalllikelihood.wwldfmitmnofbusinas.’

Most religious and civil rights organizations are “tax-exempt non-profits,”
covered by Section 501 (c)(3)* of the Intemnal Revenue Code. The law® says tax-
exempt non-profit organizations are prohibited from participating in or intervening
in “any political campaign on behalf of [or in opposition to] any candidate for public
office.”™?

lRSdecisionsindﬁsuumfewanduncku."uwprofsmandoﬂn
expemhaveuiedtodeﬁmjusthowfanm-exemp(non-pmﬁtorganiutioncango
in doing anything relating to a campaign. Theoretically, it can condemn the expres-
sionofbigou'yandnotmecandidatewhoexprcsscsit.bmthatisasnb(ledistinction
that voters may not understand.

Even if a community organization felt fairly certain that a statement against
bigotry would not jeopardize its non-profit status, the IRS code is still a massive
counterweight to action. No lawyer can guarantee that the IRS would not strip an
organization of its tax exempt status for “intervening” in a campaign. And each time
thcdecisiontospeakoutortoxcmainsilenthastobema&.mcmﬁblcpossibk
oauequeofmmmﬂkwmwcweviohﬂmhaswbeweighedagaimlmc
passing importance of a single bigoted statement. Loss of tax exempt status would
be “catastrophic to any non-profit corporation,” says Sam Rabinove, AJC's legal
director. Unless a candidate were to advocate a reinstitution of slavery or Hitler's
deathcamps.fewnon-pmﬁlswouldbewillingwuketherisk

Somepeoplchnveasked.“l-lowcanilbethalyouasclcrgy.orasacivilﬁghxs
organization cannot speak out against hatred? That is your mission.”

The answer, according to some experts is, “If you want to speak out about
campaigns, don't be a tax-exempt non-profit.”

There are, of course, some ways around the edges of this debilitating legalism.

One is to have a bifurcated agency. Americans for Democratic Action, for
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example, has both a tax exempt educational fund and an action branch, with is not
tax exempt. But most religious and civil rights organizations, which have financial
problems even with their tax exemptions, are unlikely to give up that status, even for
pmoftheiropcndon—ﬁ)efwislhnmemmmp(pmwmddchwﬁmds
away from the remaining entity."?

AnothawaytodiminishtbemuhwactoftheIRScodeisforleadmlospeak
about shaping the political process, rather than reacting to statements of the candi-
M.Mhmmmwﬁmmngmepuﬁawmupoﬂimw
combat bigotry, nor with encouraging others to speak out. It is fine to condemn
bigotry in the abstract. It is fine to challenge statements of candidates once an
electionisover.Anditisfmclocallonallcandidamtonpudimappajstobig-
otry. In October 1976, for example, when the issue of religion was seeping into the
presidential campaign, four major religious leaders” called on President Ford and
GowCamrm“njectfomefuﬂymywnpaignappcalsbasedonthcnligima
candidate may profess.”

Someﬁmes.d\eriskcanbemducedwhenomcrsdnumgebigownoldhecled
at their group. For example, Congressman Courter ran for the govemorship of New
Jersey “on a very anti-gay platform,” recalls Kevin Berrill, head of the National Gay
and Lesbian Task Force. “He advocated the banning of HIV positive teachers from
uwchsaoommdodmdrwonianmdﬁomancpidemiologicalstandpom“elss
measures for curbing the spread of AIDS.” A group of religious leaders came
together at a press conference, and condemned Courter's stands. From a tax code
standpoint, it would have been riskier for a non-profit gay group to condemn this
bigotry, because the unstated, but undeniable message, would be that “we as a gay
organization think a candidate who panders to anti-gay messages should not be
elected.”

mmdtowalkaroundtheIRSandFECoodesisafundamenmlimpediment
toﬁghtingbigotryinthepolitiealpmc&s.‘l‘benisevcrylogicalrcasontodenytax
excmptstalmmpnﬂisanorgmiuﬁons—hxdoﬂmdmﬂdnotbcusedwbelp
fmanoegroupslhmbackmundidatcoronepany.ButanAmcﬁcmshmm
interest in rooting out bigotry. The codes have a chilling effect on the freedom of
religious and other figures in the non-profit world from condemning bigotry during
election campaigns.

Congress should consider changing the IRS code and FEC provisions to allow
non-profit groups to be vigorous and outspoken monitors of bigotry in the political
process.' This alteration would not only empower forceful voices to speak out
aganmbigmedsmammsmducdcs.itwouldsmdmimponmnmge—maz
ourgovernmaustandsbehindmoscwhowamtoﬁghtbigou'y.ltisnotenoughtha
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remains on the sideline and doesn’t promote bigotry. In order to build a
mmmwmummmmmmﬁgm
mmabimnppwuomofiumhﬁm.mmwhyﬂmﬂdﬁghﬁngbigwy
bemyleuhnpamthmahct.chdywcepwdgovemmmncﬁms.smhu
ﬁghﬂngmiuacy.orpovuty.admguse?lnmmuphamdhashnmedfumny
mpeopleinthehiﬁayofdnwaldthnmyothahmnmhdy.ﬁmpoweﬁng
mecommmiwfmmmmﬂxpmpeamdﬁgmwkwbigmywd
be a national priority. Sadly, it is not.

Saneu'gue.bowcva.d\nchmginzdnmandFEChwswwldopena
Pnndat'sbox.Mmdrudymiuﬁcnsonﬂwﬁingemmmmc
poﬁﬁcalhy.lfﬂ:ehwsmcbmgedwmakcheasiaformoscwboopposebigouy
wlﬁecnhepouﬁmlprocas.won‘tthosechangumomakeitusiafamps
whhdivisiveagaxdswmfeathcpmousuwen?lfdﬁsisthemnuwouldchmg-
ing the laws be wise?

Nommmathaqucstionwithoemimy.Bmakastitwouldbew‘mto
haveaﬁxﬂdebaxeonlheissuc—mdinvaﬁgatehowknaicmscanbebew
anpowaedtooombﬂbigouyinpoliﬁc&msaddeapmoﬂhchwsmnanw
individualhamnawmmyuponvm'fem.wlﬁhmmmgmmguﬁn-
ﬁm&mﬁgbtinmgrwphmad.isnommuwyexist.histhnCongmsmﬂahas
havenotyetbegunadebawabwlwhetbanwyMdbechanged.andifsobow.to
better counteract racism and bias in politics.

Some Remedies

In 1981, New York's race for Manhattan borough president saw charges and
countercharges of racism and anti-Semitism. After the election, the New York
chapter of the American Jewish Committee helped form an independent organiza-
ﬁon.CONDUCT.tbeCommhmeonDeoauUnbixsedCampaignTacﬁcs.uading
NewYorkasofmmynﬁgimnmandedmicbackmmdssavedonmcCON-
DUCT board. Their prestige was designed to “shame those who employed racially
divisive tactics into better behavior.”

Following New York's example, AJC chapters in St. Louis and Chicago also
helped organize CONDUCT committees. Today, Chicago's is the most well estab-
lished.

AlllocalwxdidatesareurgedtoabidebyCONDUCl"s“CodeofFairCam-
paign Practice.™" In order to monitor campaigns and investigate allegations of
bigotry, CONDUCT has a paid staff, including an exccutive dicctor, a rescarch
director, a field coordinator, and campaign observers, who attend rallies and
speec!ws.mdspeakwtbecmdidnesmdunksnﬁs.mboudmeetsmgulaﬂy.
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and reviews complaints for action — usually a letter of censure if a violation is
found. Letters and op ed pieces explaining CONDUCT s work are regularly placed
in local newspapers.

The training of observers is crucial for CONDUCT s success. They have to be
accurate and fair, and to know what to look for. One training exercise, for example,
lists “code words™ that may pander to racism.'¢

CONDUCT programs require money, continuing interest, and a time commit-
ment from its board. Despite the effort needed to get it going, it is an excellent
model for fighting campaign bigotry on the local level, especially as it brings to-
gether leaders from different communities whose joint voice has moral weight.

Recalling the anti-gay stand of Congressman Courter’s campaign for the New
Jersey govemorship, Kevin Berrill says that he doesn't “know if there was an ele-
ment of conviction in his hatemongering, but clearly he believed that his stands were
politically advantageous.” A common approach by many groups can make hate-
mongering politically disadvantageous.

Jewish, black, Hispanic, gay, Asian, Italian, women's, Native American and
other ethnic and religious groups all fear bigotry in the political process. They have
more power and protection when they act together. Bob Blancato of the National
Italian American Foundation released a statement from seventeen religious and
ethnic organizations that called on the candidates to refrain from bigoted tactics in
1992. The American Jewish Committee, also in 1992, encouraged such organiza-
tions to meet together with the Democratic and Republican platform committees and
the candidates. In unison this broad-based group can be more effective: emphasizing
its distaste for the injection of bigotry into the political process, asking the candidates
to refrain from such appeals and to include in their campaigns specific plans for
promoting pluralism and attacking bigotry in all aspects of American life.

This model can also be used during future presidential primaries, and in local
and state elections. While less comprehensive than CONDUCT (there are no staffers
attending every campaign speech, for example), it would create a political risk for
campaign bigotry.

Positives Themes

People vote for candidates for an infinite variety of reasons. Party identifica-
tion."” Incumbency. Name familiarity. Position on issues. Attractiveness. Place on
ballot.

All other things being equal, people will vote for candidates who touch them
emotionally, Candidates who stand for something that grabs an inner concemn, and
communicates it well, do well.
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As Amitai Etzioni wrote'*in 1984, issues and themes are not the same thing.
“Jssues,” he wrote, “concem specific policy differences from ways to get arms
eonnolwwhnnuwdoabanNimgu&...mmanbncingpaspecﬁvw
thcyhclppeopleuﬁculatcdwirfeelingsandthinkaboutsmhmsasdnfumreof
d\emﬁmpucewilhhaxx.andapowingecmny.hsminm&amainlydm
segment of the public that follows public affairs closely. Just about everyone re-
spondswdmmlsuumowacmdidmwmakedebadngpomlsawbuﬂdup
minsomevm'mmd&mxighlwmowhimmmobmunmof
people and bring volunteers rushing to his campaign.”

The New Deal was a theme. The Great Society was a theme. “No New Taxes”
was a slogan that had attributes of a theme.

‘manesunify.andpoimtotlnﬁmm.myhclpdeﬁnzmetypeofsocietywe
want.

mdvﬂﬁghlsmvementomcspokecleaﬂymAmedwzs.WbeMmewas
blackotwhitc.ﬁomnmhorsouth.unwugcofDr.MuﬁnLudeing.Jr.hit
animcmalchordthatnsonawd.eiﬂminsympalhyorinconmstwilhomvisionsof
ourselves and our society.

Wamgiu.ﬂnydefm.“amndidmbeuumﬁcuhmam.dn
better his or her chances for victory.

Why won't someone from either party, especially in a presidential year, articu-
late a theme of hope, of vision, of pluralism?

lsmlhamhonnocmdmmmdjusuoenwdnocbcmnmu
mawofbhckmdwhitc.maﬂixmaﬁvemﬁoo.orqm.ﬁosemnmmembul
issues.
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Wm.ﬁmwmmofwmmmby
prejudice. Black, white, Asian, Hispanic, Indian, Wasp, Jew, Christian, Muslim,
women, gays, we have all been hurt by stereotypes, by prejudgment, by messages
that exclude or dehumanize.

Mhmiswhndanagogmmdpmfeniomlpoliﬁcalhaﬁanongmmon
favom.espedaﬂydwingtwghwmomic&mu.meirdmneis“it’smw
them, I'll look out for our interests.”

Bydeﬁniﬁcnmepoﬁtidmwhomemismwgwﬁ:coffthe“odns”inadu
wuwhmevmdwymnmmgaﬂu.lnmmnhdudvemspaksm
nﬂmﬁﬂvm.“ﬂm'swhnlwﬂldo."themdidmsbmﬂdny.“sothnm
childorgnmichildwou‘tcomchaneoocdayandskyouwhydwymaﬂeda
dirty, debilitating, destructive name like ‘spic’ or ‘kike’ or ‘nigger’.” and then
articulate plans for schools, programs for police, policies to involve communities,
idmandidcalsmfﬁrmingdmhnchmusaﬂ,mddmwemchngehumm
mhﬁons.mlhamshouldfocusonwﬁnm.andlhnofﬁwmxtmﬁonmd
the generation aﬁzr.sayingmatomprogmy’sbhcknessodcwislmorm
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teamwork.
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“A"ovcrmndidate“B"dmwﬂlaffeaus.itisalsothetoneanduyleandissmmd
themes that are brought to the forefront of debate.

Ixisalsohnviublcthatcandidamwﬂlmgetsegzmnuofmepopmaﬁonu
more or less likely to vote for them, and respond accordingly.

WhenacandidncwmtsJewstovotcforhimorher.beorslnwillspukabom
symbolshnpommwlewsthax.ald\esamdm.WHIno(ﬁskahemﬁngotha
groups. Israel. Discrimination. Bigotry.

Whmaundidalcwanubhckstovotcforlﬁmorhcr.hewilllikelymcak
about jobs, South Africa, racism, and affirmative action.

Thcsespecialappealsmpmpcrandineviublc—mdauowminoﬁtympsm
have a voice in America.
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of two perceived evils or nonentities.

The Media and Advertising

Candidmmdmenwdhmedmdmewhoﬁnrmapuvasesymbiodc
rehﬁonship.espechnyinbmmstmedi&nrcspidamdmuﬁcuhmthe
mm—seoondsomdbite.ﬁwmﬁkclymisandidm.nﬂumanmaha.wmbe
givmakdmmdnevmhgmws.mwmyandhwwmings.md
inausedndngsbdngh:mm.ﬂnuempmduasfordnwlcvisimmdon.md
innnngimdnandidmﬁummnpewhisorhermage.

Cmmmmetimesoomphinaboutmemseemlymuofwvmge
hammogminpoﬁﬁcsmeive.Bmcdbwaelfmmgoodvmmbe
evenlesseﬂecﬁwmmenwdiammeymwpoﬁﬁcm.mnismwisﬁcw
expectdnnwdiamig:mwﬂidms—wmmeybeexmﬁnamm
— who play on bigotry. Campaigns, and bigoted statements or tactics, are legitimate
mm.mmgegivwmaybemexmxsiveorwdymmwtminly
tbenpotﬁngofbigocympohﬁaisenﬁmlyappwpdne—infmitismm.

Candidatcsandd\cmedhbodlliveonu\cirddllsofoommmﬁcaﬁon.mkzy
wauooﬂnnmﬁcaﬁmkpeople.ltistbehmmnoomponuu—mchmmthm
attracts, that rivets. The Army-McCarthy hearings. President Kennedy's speeches.
The Clarence Thomas hearings.

Comunitygroupsandodusopposedtodnuseofbigocyinthcpoliﬁcal
process must counteract hate with sophistication — to make hate cost. Professional
hatmougminpoﬁﬁcs.aswcﬂumouwﬂﬁngwpandutopmjudice.usclhc
mediaasatooltogettheirmmgemt.l’eopleofgoodwillmustdevelopeqml
sophistication. Auminimmn.dnydmﬂdworkwimdnnwdinoidenﬁfytul
peoplewboseﬁvcshavebeendinﬁnisbedbybigouy.andwboseplightsmmadc
waseoffbyoﬂa\dingampdgnmmapoﬁﬁdmﬁmsbashmgmelap‘-
nese, for example, stories of the resulting bigotry experienced by Japanese-American
school children should be brought to the press’s attention.

Many people credit John Kennedy's victory over Richard Nixon in 1960 to
Nixon's bad makeup job and obvious discomfort on camera.
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Just four years later — in 1964 — politicians had become more savvy at using
television. The advertisements reflected the new understanding of the potential of the
medium. When Barry Goldwater's supporters told America “in your heart you know
he’s right,” his Democratic opponent used an advertisement playing on fears of
nuclear holocaust: “In your heart you know he might.”

When George Bush was gearing up\for the 1988 presidential primaries, many
pundits said he was too “wimpy” to be president. Bush’s handlers crafted media
events, such as his antagonistic appearance on the CBS evening news where he
confronted Dan Rather, to dispel this image.

The politics of the 1990s relies tremendously on television advertising. Hand-
shakes and baby kissing and town meetings are still a part of politics to a degree, but
nothing allows a candidate to get a message out in the way he or she wants, to the
audience he or she targets, with as much precision as ads.

In recent years, advertising has become an exercise in competing attacks. The
other person is a bum or a crook or otherwise disreputable. Finding some “dirt” on
dwwmwxdidminamhhmha"mgaﬁm,"dmebygeningvotasuhomy
have been thinking of supporting that candidate to think again. Elections — espe-
cially in a two-candidate ficld — are easily influenced by negatives. A candidate
may be able to pick up two votes through a negative campaign — one that was for
an opponent is now his or hers. At worst, the prize is one vote — the voter who was
for the opponent now stays home.

Antacking the other candidate also provides the attacker a patina of hardness, a
senseofmxho.?utof&wpsychodymmicofpoﬁdcsisd\upeoplcmcboosing
leaders. Leaders are not wimps., .

Add on to negative ads an appeal to bigotry, whether intended as such or not.
The Willie Horton ad did just that. It was negative — attacking Michael Dukakis for
hisprisonmleascpmm—mdphyedoneduﬁcbhseundstueotypesasweu.

All the “experts” expect a continuation of this type of advertising — both the
negaﬁvekindmdthebigoledkind.ﬂwonlywaywswptbseadsisift.heypmve
counterproductive because of public disgust (unlikely), or to outlaw them altogether.
Resuicdngmeireomem—mddcﬁlﬁngwhnisorisnouuowedwmddbeimpos-
sible. Would Willie Horton be allowed on? Would it need some sort of “warning
label” to be aired? Who would decide? There is no constitutional right for candidates
whaveaccessmtelevisionmdmdioadvuﬁsingmptmeﬂnircampaimm
FCC, for example, prohibits the advertising of cigarettes on the air. It could, if it so
desired, restrict or even eliminate broadcast advertising for candidates.

Thuem.aﬁcnn.mherfmunsforcandidneswusc.m.mwouldm.
meptepmkagedpnponedpmducrminedbmadmadmuydoesnotp'veﬂc
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mammdmm—m.nmmmmm
thinks the voters want to see.

Ads.ofm.hmthosemdidawswbohwegmamdmm.lf
mmmmmmmmmmuwm
wouldsimplymeuﬁmdsinotbermofdwircmpdm

lfnegadve.bigotedadsoondmnewmwnpdzm.ulunmequesﬁonof
mmicdngo:elhnimﬁngTVadvexﬁsingsbwldbecxpWNodoubtachpmy
wmndakuhmwbeﬂuitwmddbemamoﬁwimmmm.md
ammmeiuposiﬁonmdingly.Bmulusuchmgeinnguhﬁonnhomdn
mpwmdummmmmmwmm@b
Mgmmmmﬁtymwﬂdadvm.whboutmfawm
status problems.

The Clash of Community Groups: Redistricting

Whausmostoommmﬁtymhnveaoommmmmunkecpingam-
paigns clean of bigotry, they frequently vie with each other for power. The politics
ofncerennfmaﬁacvaycu\sus.wilhnnmedwmdnwdisuiaboundaﬁesw
reflect populations shifts.

ElbridgeGexry.whodiedinofﬁceinISMasvicepresidauundahmes
Madison, became immortal for an act committed in 1812, when he was governor of
Massachuscns.Garydrewmelecwtﬂdisuiadmmnbledasdmnnda.Hedid
so — “gerrymandered” — to achieve maximum political advantage for his party.

i ghasbwnpanofAmerimpoliticallifeevasince.

In the l950smdl960sgmyanngwasoneoftthrincipalwolsusedto
discnﬁumlﬁseblacks.lnmeplmhisstﬂlbeingmadagmmidmﬁfmbk
groups. For example, if a metropolitan area has five congressional seats, and the
popnhdmisd\hty-pawumhwﬁty.mwouldthinkdmﬂnmhwﬁtygrwpslmdd
beablewelectalemmemptuennﬁve.Bmifdndisuictbomdaﬁamdnwnw
dﬂmﬂnmhwﬁtyvmwmmaxhnumextem—spcudingmmhdym
the districts — voters can be effectively disenfranchised."

The federal Voting Rights Act outlaws such tactics. And, unquestionably, the
cxiswnocandcondmmweofmeVodngRightsAaisasaﬁalforcanbaﬁngthis
insidious form of bigotry in politics.

Yet.d&spiwmeimpoﬁmceofﬂxeevilmeVoﬁngRigmsActaddrme&ilism
paanisuicumedwbcrewvedﬁmnﬁmcwdme.mdthosewimmepoﬁﬁal
scalpelswillalwayshavemeyewwhnglvesnmnmpowet.WcsnouMnmbc
blind to the incidental effect on societal bigotry that these scalpels may have.

Until recently, eleaedpoliticilnshavebeenpredaninmﬂy male, and over-
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whelmingly white, Urban ethnic groups are now actively taking advantage of redis-
tricting to increase the chances that their voices can be heard. Just as the dilution of a
group into many different districts eviscerates its potential power, the intentional
collection of a small group into one district can give it new muscle. Voters who
appeared to be marginal now can have their concems advocated in government.
Voices that were too scattered to be heard before can now have a voice. And the
empowerment of those voices is, undoubtedly, helpful in providing role models, and
enriching the process of government and the entire community.

For example, New York City's city council districts were redrawn in 1991.%
The proposed boundaries of the districts would have even made Elbridge Gerry
blush. Some proposals had districts that were not even contiguous. Aside from the
goal of protecting some incumbents, the lines were drawn so that certain districts
would be black, some Hispanic, some white.

For the first time in the United States an American of Dominican ancestry —
Guillermo Linares — was elected to public office. His district, in the Washington
Heights section of New York, has the largest concentration of Dominicans in New
York. He won in the Democratic primary over other Dominican challengers. The
district was designed to produce a Dominican victor. Dominican-Americans will, for
the first time, have someone who truly understands their concems in the counsels of
govemment. And because Mr. Linares brings with him an understanding of what it
means to be an outsider in the caldron of New York City and its political structures,
he is destined to be one of its best voices for reform, and for combating bigotry, not
only against Dominicans, but against everyone. Just weeks into office, he had
already pulled together leaders of various groups in New York to help the city
council find new, better, ways to combat bigotry and intergroup hatred.

That is the positive side. The negative happened in Brooklyn. Susan Alter, a
white and a Jew, had been a well-liked representative of a predominantly black
district for many years. When the districts were recarved, the line was stretched to
move her out of her own district. One of the line-drawers was quite clear about the
motives. This was to be a black district. Susan Alter was white. She had to run in
another district, with white voters.

Alter sued. The lines were changed back. She easily won reelection to her old
seat. Posited in the redistricting process to which Susan Alter objected is the notion
that only black politicians should represent black voters, and only white politicians
should represent white voters, whether or not black voters or white voters choose
otherwise. Isn’t the presumption behind this logic bigoted? And isn't its implementa-
tion dangerous, giving govemment and communal approval to additional bigoted
assumptions? Doesn’t this logic fuse the dangers of majoritarian rule with racial
appeals?
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hismdamudabledmmthnpauivethmsdmoutsideohhemain-
mwﬂlwﬂwmeshnnofpawe.ﬂnjwﬁceofthﬁind@mismdenhble.
mdmemﬂmnﬁonalegdnecwity.Bmim'tmaeadmgawthefahicof
sodaywbwdisuictsmsetupsomnaandidm.inadawwin.mayhaveto
urgahisahermesagewonlyooegxwpofvmbasedontheirddnooloror
edmidty,mdhavelodiscomnodm?ndutamldmgetmumofm
“mmty”disuimmaydcvelopnxemﬁﬂdymmicofsancpmdommuy
“whiw”dimics—whaeappakwdiviﬁvmmdmpcgmﬁngofncighm
M"W“M”(M‘“"h@m@mth'M").bem
viable campaign tactics?

The Republican Party has helped Hispanic organizations propose new district
W.vaMyW.Mwhpﬂmmﬂiswﬁcs
wmwdwumhninﬁwirpowerbyoouecﬁngenoughvomindisuictsmumcy
hadachancewwin.lfumbanmﬁcauy-pmncmspanicvmwmoonecwd
imofewerdimicts.dnkepubﬁm(whocouldnmupemwwinmm&wicu
myway)omﬂdmducemenmnbcrofbemoatﬂcvminunmningdisuicts.
‘l'heendxennt.nleastindwy.waswhatd\eybothmved.mspmicvowswwd
haveahrgaimpactindwdisﬂictsinwwlﬁchﬂuymcollecwd.AndRepublicans
wwldmdu'pwi!mingmscaBovenﬂ.

Canmdisticdnglh«uinsomases.becomself—defeaﬁng?lnﬂﬁsmodel,dw
conwnsof}{ispanicvotasmaybemomuduulyaddmsedbyafewclecwd
mpuemmﬁves.b\uﬂwdectedbodyanwholewillbclesslikelytoweabouuhose
mm.lfvomﬁmnmmydiﬁmtbackmmdsmmdedforacandi-
datelowin.theca.ndidaxewillhavetopayanemionloallhisorhcrpowmialm
stimcms.lfheorstncanwinwithappealswomywegroup.whyshouldheorshe
careaboutdwmedsofothers?mfact.wouldn'titnmkesemcwdefmccampaim
immthndisdnguishbeuwemvom.sothnﬂwpmdomimmgmup—fmeoruy
gmupthatooums—canfecldmitsmedsmbcmgm?

As America becomes more diverse demographically over the next decades, the
dangers of institutionalizing appeals to bigotry through the redrawing of electoral
districtswillincm.lfcampaignsforlocalmdsmcelecdonmbeldinanenvi-
mnenldesignedwinauseappedsbasedmwmidtyotme.won’uhalman
mvimmwmthnwillumkeitmomlikelyforswe-widcmdnaﬁonalelecﬁomwdo
dwsnmc?Andwon'titinawcdnoppamrﬁdesttgroupsthﬂmptmmn
various communities to see themselves as vying for influence, rather than working
on a common pluralistic agenda?

hwouldbemwdisﬁcforpoﬁticimsmdcommmmygmupsnotwlooknm
mdmﬁgionmdvotctaﬁ'dmionwhenunesmmdnwn.mmmmmwhichm
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mrednwndeﬁneswboismlikclyandwhoishssﬁkdywhwepowerjmme
Mmmmmwmmm.mmmymm-
nitymanddwpoﬁﬁcalpuﬁashmﬂdbeholdingfmmmrching.md
uﬁngabmn&wmﬁm:ﬂemmm.mmlpdmedinm
mkawmnuwmumofmvmmm
Aabeupheld.Bmitiseqmﬂymenﬁdlluwegothencxtmp.mdexmineme
hnplicaﬁonsforpmnodngbigouythnexinwheneverpoliﬁalﬁnumchmged

mmmmnmwmnmjmnrmmm
anbeuwdmpmonbigmedmga,wwomdnonlymldevhedwm
tee minorities fair access to the political process.
Whedwrmmdisuicdngwelecdawmg.weneedtoapmmcdxmkof
divisivemessages.mdinvadgmhowwecanamchapouﬁcdﬁskmmw.
DunognphicchmgwwiumakeAnmicaacwnnywithamajaityofmhnﬁdesin
ﬁwnextomnny.lfwedonmbeoom:maemplﬁsﬁcuedhmjec&xgcmswbim
inpoliticsnow.dxeproblanwillbewomforwchildmnlhanixisforus.

A Call to Action

Bigou-yisatilsmostdangemuswtnnitﬁndsabomeininstimﬁons.his
amplified. It becomes acceptable.
Mhmmwm:linsﬁmﬁoninmmﬁmhfedmgovunmmmdme
eleaqalpmoessﬂmdeﬁnawhomkaupmgovunmemm:hemudwpowa
ﬁequaulyuﬁhnsdwmolofbigouyshouldconcunevayAnmimHiaayiswo
muofexzmplaofmeawﬁumixofpowumdhaze—tooﬁequmuypmvingdm
ﬂtcﬁmdixdncﬁonbetwemmmdmds.betwecnucdcsmdideology.m
become easily blurred.
Thednlhgeisloreoog:izeﬂmbigou-yinpoliﬁcshasalwaysworked.m
willoontinuctodoso.Butitisnolongcrenoughforpeopleofgoodwilltocondann
the clear cases of electoral hate or intolerance. Condemnations are important, but
recedequickly.anddonotchanged)ewaydmbigou'ywocks.
Thepoliticalmcofhmanddivisivmmusthemadctobeanpolitiealcost:
and the use of inclusiveness and anti-bigotry themes rewarded.
lzistimethatwe.asasociay.mdiscusingmismseﬁously.Congress
d:ouldboldhaﬂngsmdnhwsdmdeternx-exemp(mpmﬁlmxps&om
Chdkngingﬁgowmmﬁﬁu.wmuwsﬂmwbembd.m,nm.
But their impact on increasing America's bigotry level needs to be discussed openly.
Smegiudmamckdwwmstinpoliﬁcs—ﬂwuseofbigowdadsforuample
—needtobediscussedbyanmneﬁcans.?etbapsmeywomndbebmmd
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PahapsnoLBmmequmionneedswbenised.
Andoomm\mitygrwps.whfwhshnewommontgendaofoombaﬁngbigocy.
needmdeﬁmwaysmworkwgethet.mdwavoidﬂxewmptaﬁonofmningmw
pmmisaofenﬁmchisememminviuﬁomfatheevﬂofmajainﬁanpoﬁﬁcsﬂm
will be played out neighborhood by nei
hisﬁmewemtmognizimdndhguthndngamofbigocyboldsfortbe
hﬂhhofdemcﬁanbodypoliﬁc.asitbudstowudllunextcmm.
Ifmstanpayingmﬁonwdwqusﬁmtoday—mdstanmisingﬁzm
famncmdidawswmwer—thnwouldbed\ebeaelectionmuhpossible.
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1. Jackson had embraced PLO chief Yasir Arafat, said that he was “sick and tired* of
hearing about the Holocaust, and had blamed the perceived insensitivity of the Nixon
administration to the plight of the poor on'the *German Jews® around Nixon (meaning
Haldeman and Erlichman, neither of whom was Jewish).

2. Jackson apologized for causing this pain during a powerful speech at the Democratic
National Convention.

3. In the 1991 New York City Council races right after the anti-Semitic riots in Crown
Heights, two black candidates associated with the hatemongers were soundly defeated.
Rmhgmbavﬂybhctdkutu.CchonMuonminMrdlnam-nyna.
Colin Moore received only 1,625 votes out of 7,316 cast. Both lost 10 Jews.

4. Covington beat Keith Snyder (a German sounding name); the LaRouchies, Mark
Fairchild and Janice Hart, defeated George Sangmeister and Aurelia Pucinski.

5. Le Pen has articulated a nativist, anti-immigrant, anti-Arab, and anti-Semitic agenda
that has won his party the support of over 20% of the voters in certain parts of France.

6. The model provided for voter canvassing is as follows:

R - Usually vote for Republican candidates.
D - Usually vote for Democratic candidates.

B -- Voted for Bush in 1988
D - Voted for Dukakis in 1988,

L - Would favor a law in Virginia placing restrictions on abortion.
A -~ Would not favor a law in Virginia placing restrictions on abortion.

"R, "B,” and "L"* are “correct answers." Voters who do not answer correctly to two of the
three inquiries are dismissed.

7. Note that even though this paper focuses squarely on the issue of bigotry in politics
today, it does not deal with some obvious people that could be associated with the
phenomenon. That is because these people had announced their candidacies for various
offices at the time this paper was released.

8. Section 1.501(c)(3)-1(c)(3)(i) of the Income Tax Regulations declares that an “action®
organization is not operated for tax cxcmpt purposcs. Scction 1.501(C)(3)-1(C)(3)(11)
dcﬁnauoabnorpninﬁonnooewm‘puudpawdorhmdimmyor
indirectly, in any political campaign on behalf of or in opposition to any candidate for
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mm...mmmmmmnmummmapomm
mmmolahoppcdtbawamnduubmmwlunmw.

the or distribution of written statements or the making of oral statements On

behalf of or in opposition 10 such a candidate.”

9.mmmmmmummammmmumm
mmmmmwmammmmmmamm

Muwﬂsmﬂm ’

lo.MpmvNoumdbdnammMmuiathemtofmm-
pmlllotpninuonsmenpgeln.

ll.mmuwmummuﬂmhkev.mnu&muc& 154, a neutral
compilation of candidates’ stances on issues is okay. However, sending questionnaires to
andldatahowdawdbuﬂme%edwﬁon‘mtahlmﬂbeﬁohdveoﬂhem
code if the selection of issues or content of the questions suggested a bias. For example,
vabhpocptoouldnotukonlyabomkmehctmantSoummme
Sierra Club about the environment, €1c.

According 10 Rev. Rule 80-282-2 CB. 178, however, publication of incumbents’
voungmrdsonspednchwham-pmhnmletmdnw\dohwmem
code.wmethcbmwhhepnbuauonmnol'mmwommouwdm
mtwmmmNam,m:mmmnmindMthnohﬂauonof
m“mmgmmbabmmaemmedlwduwmnawutqnuhmm
implying favor or disfavor, no comparisons between incumbents and other candidates

ijgemeqmmauomo(mmbemmmsmmmo(memmnm
pnbuuuoammlmmﬁbuwd.wtmpedwspedkmlnwmnni;m
WMnmmmmem;mmmtwmmpwmmuwm
detipedtocomeomduﬂngmedeabnampnign.
Simmehvsmnuky.nbmwmtmpnmtbmgetleplnvbeahoul
mnbcyshouldonhonldnotdo.andwhauishmmvolved. '

12. There is also a legion of tax problems with a bifurcated agency - how separate the
wﬁdahwwbe.brmplammemwund.naabnoomponemwnw
wouldgiveitmorevbibmty.udmumnmhmdnobothpcmonheorminuom

13. The four were: The Rt. Rev. Paul Moore, Jr., Bishop, The Diocese of New York of
the Protestant Episcopal Church; Father Joseph O'Hare, Editor-in-Chief of *America,’
pumhedbytbelamuo(mcummmmmmm.mwLObon.redﬂn;
Pmidentofthel:\nngcﬂal?m@nmho(miamdﬁomcr?mmmonbc
National Association of Evangelicals; and Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum, National Director,
Interreligious Affairs, of the American Jewish Committee.

election campaign.
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Religious bigotry has in fact remained gratifyingly absent from the
Presidential race, but it has become alarmingly evident in a number of
Congressional contests. Reportedly, drives have beea mounted in at least 30
districts to clect "God-centered citizens®” who will seek 10 "rebuild* American
as a "Christian republic.” Such efforts have involved both Democrats and
Republicans.,

For example, in a Republican Senatorial primary in Arizona, a Jewish
candidate received anti-Semitic calls and threats, and his opponent is
reported to have told Evangelical audiences: *We need 10 elect a Christian
Congress.*

In a five-sided Democratic Congressional primary in Texas, candidates
were questioned in detail about their religious beliefs, and their replies were
publicly “rated.

At other levels of political and civic life, 100, attempts have recently
been made 10 impose a religious test, which violates the U.S. Constitution. In
one case in North Carolina, school board candidates were questioned about
their religious convictions for the “information® of voters. . . .

We urge the Presidential candidates as leaders of their respective
parties, as well as the parties’ National, State and Local Committees, 10
mhwmw:wm“mwm:mwm
profess.

14. The IRS and FEC provisions could be amended as follows:
meuuuammpommmm:hsbmduy
incorporated for more than seven years from commenting about the past or
present actions, statements, history, or associations of candidates that, in the
£00d faith view of the tax exempt organization, promote, pander 1o, or
oppose* bigotry or discrimination against any group, so long as said
organization does not officially endorse or oppose any candidate.”
* The provision for "opposing” bigotry is to allow groups to
commend candidates who speak out against hate.

15. Chicago's Code of Fair Campaign Practice states:

mﬁghltowekpnblicomcehahphapmdouﬂgmwmubnpwm
qualified citizens of the city. Vigorous election campaigns and sharp debate are normal
and healthy and very much a part of the Chicago political tradition. At its best, this
process can help to clarify the issues and inform the voters. In their election campaigns,
m,mtamamwm:oummmmmwmm
ﬂghtsanddlmtyo(mdroppomtsudo(anmeindividuhmdpoupswbomkeup
mwmmw.wwpwm-ppdwwwhwmwmmmnm
oppodﬂonbuedmthcoppoml'smmﬁ;ion,emudtyormﬂmmnnymng,
undermine community peace and subvert the political process.

To help establish decent, unbiased, political campaigns in Chicago, CONDUCT,
the Committee on Decent Unbiased Campaign Tactics, urges candidatcs for public officc
mahpwmzmwammmmowmcmahuammm
practice:
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CANDIDATES:
"mmmmawmmwamummt
Mwuom:wummawmmumm
or gender.
"Mmpdpmn;aﬂ&emhtumuﬁytuymkwmpwtm
mmamummmmaamwmmpmm
their own.
"Mmtppdmupﬂmqpmhoniﬂ&h.&onm.uum
uhnidty.;eodamomamwmmuﬂam
"meekwphmppmwmm‘mapldmmchuoloump
toward other, different groups.
"Wmmpmphkn.nmwm«m'm:ppeﬂww
or fear.
** should publicly condemn bigoted literature, statements or actions in support of their

candidacy or in opposition to their opponent.
** should be accountable for the actions of their campaign staffs relative 10 this code.

16. For example:

Dear [fellow ethnic]:

its our turn

we have to get it back from them
mcfninmuolotme[pany.dtymmmt.m]
mpum&mm](mmmeMthbMomw
against him/her)
he'llpminonlythc[bbch.whna,ﬂkpnb.etc.]

we have to fight for what is ours
tuymlme[bbch.whita.ﬂbpnia]wmkaplnﬂu

he is a stooge [puppet, crony] of . . .
yonmp-ying(ormnbeymgetun;

you can’t even walk the strects in that [ward, neighborhood, etc.]
they take us for granted

they'll all vote that way

he sold out to the . . .

what can you expect from them

we know what we can expect from them
Uyoumammainc.dm;s.cw.mea...

we have to save our neighborhood

all God-fearing people know . . .

if he gets election, then . . .

when they were in power . . .

we know what he is really saying
bewillsweepthc[blacb.whms.ct.)omofalymu

he is criticizing [names] only because he/she/they are [black, white, e1c/]
we've seen what they will do

we've learned we really can't trust a . ..

they're all rallying around . . .

they’re all voting for . . .
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they control [the party, the city, the votes, eic.)

our time has come

it's time to take it back [power, City Hall, etc.)
we've carned . . .

only a [black, white, e1c.] can understand

only a ... can run this city

draw your own conclusions

how come he only wants to fire [blacks, whites, etc.]
his [father, brother, associate] did . . . o our people
we can only back one of our own

... I8 the enemy

we're the only ones who . . .

race is the issue

how long will we let them . . .

all the [whites, blacks, etc.] are

17. There is some indication that party identification is less important than it used to be.
18. New York Times, op-¢d page, October 5, 1984,

19. There are claims that "at large® voter districts sometimes have the same intent and
effect. For example, if there are five city council seats clected by all the voters, as
opposed to having cach council member come from a different geographic district, the
"majority” can always outvote the *minority” for each seat.

20. The redrawing was the result of a lawsuit that challenged the constitutionality of the

city charter that gave some boroughs more represeatation than others. Under the newly
enacted charter, the number of city council seats was also expanded.
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