Dear San,

Re Raymond Schaffer's article "...for which 1 shall be, probably, sericusly
#idiculed....”, I think the boy under-rates himself. His article showed definite
evidence of thought, and people who offer their readers the fruit of their best
cogitations seldom are ridiculed no matter how much they may be disagresd with.

It is only when empty cliches are passed off as new ideas that the nalve author

is "geriously ridiculed" -- and that, not so much for the cliches offersd, as for
the folly of parrotfing second-hand ideas and  thinking*® that they won't be recog-
nizedy < icc

Raymond Schaffer presented a good argument for hia npinions. 1 do not agree
with his eonclusions because I do not think he has carried his thinking fare enough,
nor considered all the angles, but I most certainly do apolaud his efforts to think
the problem through as far as he has, and 1 hope that he will apply his own medicine
to the new ideag he encounters pro religion as well as con-ditto.

For instance, Schaffer states: "Zven I...am guilty of being conditioned in
ghought by my upbringing and environment." That's thers to be guilty about? Should
a schoolboy be considered "guilty" for leartidgzihe multiplication tables? Should
a college student feel guilty about using textbooks comdled by scientiats who plon-
eered the secientific investigations he is endeavoring to study? Every human being
is the produst of the interaction of his personal envbronzent acting and re-acting
upon his hereditary structure. That is a fundamental fact of 1ife —— as %true here
in America ag on the Trobriand Islands. There is no living human being who can
escape it -- we are, every one of us, the product of ¢fe interaction of our envir-
onment & hersdity. "

BUT, and here is the breakdown in Schaffer's argument: e, ourselves, each
and every one of us, has the right to choose WHICH factors in our environient we
ghall accept.mmwidwsidtmgx Just as the classic example of a bird in a cage -- we
have the freg.will to choose whether we .shall simg or sulk within our cage. ¥e
nave the free will to choosé those factors which will produce the finest and best
type of human being, or we can choose those which will produce frustrated, unkappy.
low grade citizens. And we have the right to attempt to create am environment which
will condition cur children and future citizens into the most desirable attitudes fmx
both for personsl happiness and for civie well<being. A belief in God and in the
atandards of values represented by a belief in God, is one of the strongest factors
in producing good citizens. The President, therefore, was not only expressing his
wishes ss an individual, but as a civic leader as well. 8

It is futile to quibble whether the Founding Fathers of this nation were est-
ablishing freedom of "religion" or freedom of "worship": the tasic fact to remember
ig that they were opening the way for all citizens to worship God according to the

standards of the particular religion they followed. The Founding Fatherz were

Christian and obviously were stretching their 1ndividuat :oizzanc;:cgouzgzi:b22:i§11
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Comuunism is ocbviously in the process of becoming a religion. I¢ alreedy
hes {ts martyrs, its saints, its standards of "right! and “wrong" and ite standards
of moral values. The writings of Karl Marx and Lenin ave its sacred seripéures,
and 4¢ hap digeiples ready and willing to die for their beliefs. In faect, in many

ways Communion parallels early Christianity and its sppedd is in many ways similar
to the spreaf of Christianity in its early steges. If and when it does suseeced in
beeoming o roligien instead of a political perty it will be impossible to cutlaw it
4n this nation.

‘Bowever, that brings up an interesting point: Do we want the type of environment
which & Sheroush impregnation of Communist ideals would give us?

Schaffer argaes that it is 4a%fallacy that America atands for God and Christ-
ianity". I% i not a fallasy. This nation wae largely colomigzed bg:;Christians who
wanted more freedem in the expression of their religicus obsorvances. Qur Comstitu-
tior is full of references to God; the deliberations of eur lawbmakmg bodies open
and clese with prayers to God; our laws recognize God and give protestiecm Ge religiecus
bodles; the very @oin of this nation is stamped (or was, until very resently) with the
name of God. Hvery imtent and practice of the statesmen of this matien hag beea %o
promate om enviremment wherein the citisens observe the standards and valuscs of right
and wrong ag exemplified in the Judac-Christian traditiems. It is a zoturm to these
standards end values that the President requosted -- not merely am attempt $o drive
every unattoched eitizen into membership with the Prosbyteriems. It is am attempt to

createc an caviremment for our citisens wheré they will abeord ideals of doceney and.
honor in 2ho same way they absorb the alphabet and the multiplicatiom tebles to zive
mm moral ond omotional strength as well as & good education and a heal%hy physique.

The sread strugglo of this century is this clash in spiritual ‘mme@[. Comeruni sm
is more than @ political ideology. I% is & reversal eof the Christian ideals of the:
dignity of the human sonl and the individual's responsibility to his Mzker. I¢ is
the rocrudencenmse of the idea of "Might is Right®, ie, the concept that the State 1s
Bod and there ia no other Cod tham the Government. That is not a new i{den, &t all.
It is merely eerved up with a new twist == the twist being thet _8inee all inaiviéuals
are eqn?l in the State, them mo persen should be allowed to have any more LuEW eny

_oelse axwp% the Government, of course. They have always been sxecpted, because
one of the fundmmental facts of human or snimal existence is that some individuals are
strongor than others and will take more them the others no ma%ter how meny lawe are.
legislated agaims$ it.)

The bdasic cencept on which This mation is founded is that whersas ail eitisens
are equal in the eyes of the law and shall bave equal protection from She law, they
ehall bave the right to rise as far as they can == 80 long as they de it iawfully;
and this concept is modified only by the homor and decemsy of the individual himselif.

And the enmly suasamtes of the honor and decency of the. maﬁmam gmﬁgm 4o the
interasticn of tho envirommental influences g %g hows ary sprugture, ie, the
inculeated zoligious standards and civie valitee/ints ho Bas boen BoFR.

THAT'S why I agree with the President when ho urges a returm to religion. AHY
religion is botter thaan no religion at all, but ia a Christiem nation, founded on
Christion principles, it is most highly desirgble that there be a 201id foumdation
of lam-abiding, Ged-fearing, practicing Ohris€ian People that want to prastice ths
ethical valuss of Earl Marxz instead of the Bible would prodably be mush mmier in
Russia, anywayg.




