The American Civil Liberties Union

By Daniel Gatlin

At first the name sounds impressive. The American Civil Liberties Union. Judging by the
name, one might get the impression that this is a patriotic, fair-minded group of people who
are concerned with the freedoms and rights of all Americans. Indeed, that is the way they
promote themselves. However, upon closer inspection one realizes that they are neither patri-
otic nor fair-minded. The ACLU is comprised of 250,000 contributing members, 5,000 volun-
teer attorneys, and 70 staff attorneys. They have an average case load of 6,000 cases at any
one time. They have an annual budget of $14,000,000, most of which is supplied by the
American taxpayer through the Civil Rights Attorneys Fee Awards Act of 1976!. The ACLU
has defended every immoral act that one can imagine. They are one of the most powerful
lobbies in the nation and, by their own admission, one of the most hated.

The History of the ACLU

The ACLU was founded by Roger Baldwin. Baldwin was born on January 21, 1884 in a
wealthy, prominent, Boston family. The two most influential people in Baldwin's youth were his
grandfather and aunt. His grandfather, William Henry Baldwin, was an out-spoken atheist.
Baldwin would later credit his grandfather for many of his “liberar and “nonconformist!' views.
His aunt, Ruth Standish Baldwin, was a member of the Socialist Party. Baldwin said of her:
“She shared my radicalism, but in her own more respectable way."2

In later years, after his graduation from Harvard University, Baldwin would be influenced
by three strong- willed, independent women: Anna Louise Strong, Margaret Sanger, and
Emma Goldman.

Baldwin met Anna Louise Strong in 1910. After a short courtship they were engaged to be
married. The engageent ended when Baldwin refused to give up drinking and smoking. How-
ever, the two stayed in touch and remained friends for the rest of their lives. Following the
Bolshevik Revolution, Strong renounced her American citizenship and moved to Moscow.

In 1915, Baldwin met Margaret Sanger, the founder of Planned Parenthood. Sanger
believed in improving the human race by voluntary and involuntary birth control and
sterilization.3(This is a direct application of Friedrich Nietzshhe's concept of the “Super-
man.” It is no accident that there are certain correlations between Nazi Germany and Planned
Parenthood. Both stem from the philosophy of Nietzsche.*) Sanger opened the first birth
control clinic in Brooklyn in 1916. Almost singlehandedly, she laid the foundation for abortion,
euthanasia, fetal experimentation, surrogacy, and organ harvesting. Sanger once wrote,
“Funds that should be used to raise the standard of our civilization are divertedto the mainte-
nance of those who should never have been born. More children from the fit, less from the
unfit — that is the chief issue of birth control.” Sanger and Baldwin were also lifelong friends.

Baldwin first met Emma Goldman during one of her lectures on human-ism. She taught him
about the self-sufficiency of man and the relativity of all morals. Goldman advocated violent
revolution, political assassination, and Marxist Populism. Baldwin later said that she was “one of
the chief inspirations of his life.”

In October of 1917, Baldwin founded the Civil Liberties Bureau. After an investigation by
the FBI, the Bureau was raided and Baldwin was sent to prison for sedition. When he was re-
leased, he reopened (and renamed) the Americian Civil Liberties Union, onJanuary 20, 1920.

Over the past 70 years, the ACLU has been involved in many landmark cases. The following
are but a few selectedones.



1920 - The Palmer Raids Case: The ACLU combated Attorney General Mitchell Palmer over
the deportation of a number of resident aliens who had been convicted of violent labor dis-
ruptions or who had been proven to be actively involved in various communist subversive activi-
ties.

1933 - The Ulysses Case: The ACLU led the anti-censorship battle over a novel by English
author, James Joyce, which had been banned because of U.S. obscenity laws.

1950 - Loyalty Oaths Campaign: The ACLU fought McCarthy era require-
ments that public officials forswear any involvment with communist or subversive organizations.

1962 - Regent’'s Prayer Case: In this case, one of several anti-prayer suits that the ACLU
was involved in, lawyers argued that a prayer recited each day in the New York public schools,
constituted an unlawful “establishment of religion.”

1973 - Doe vs. Bolton: In this "manipulated test case,” the ACLU led the
legal fight that, in conjunction with Roe vs. Wade, overturned the restrictive abortion laws in
all fifty states.

1977 - The Skokie March: The ACLU defended the right of American Nazis to march
through a predominantly Jewish suburb of Chicago.

1989 - Equal Access Act: The ACLU was successful in making voluntary student prayer or
Bible study meetings before or after school the one exception to the Equal Access Act of
1984. So, while students may gather in public schools to discuss Marxism, view Planned
Parenthood films, or hold gay activist meetings, they may not pray or read the Bible.5

With Liberty and Justice for Who

Barry Lynn, the ACLU's LegislativeDirector said: "There is clearly a distinction made be-
tween religious speech and activity and any other speech and activity. There is an establish-
ment clause which limits and tempers only religious speech and activity. There is no estab-
lishment clause which in any way limits economic, cultural, historical; or philosophical expres-
sion. Thus, the state may embrace any economic, political or philosophical theory: it may not
embrace or enhance any religiousactivity.”®

In other words, according to the ACLU, since there is a separation of church and state,
the state may have no involvement with any religious group and may not hold to any religious
dogma. The state should be totally indifferent to the church. But was this the intent of our
founding fathers?

George Washington: "It is impossible to rightly govern the world without God and the
Bible.”

Patrick Henry: "The Bible is worth all other books which have beenprinted.”

Andrew Jackson: ‘That book, sir, is the rock on which our republic stands.”

U.S. Grant: "The Bible is the sheet-anchor of our liberties.”

Thomas Jefferson: “"The Bible is thecorner stone of liberty."”

Separation of church and state simply means that one will not govern the other. Supreme
Court Justice William O. Douglas said it best:

"We guarantee the freedom to worship as one chooses. We make room for as wide a
variety of beliefs and creeds as the spiritual needs of man deem necessary. We sponser an
attitude on the part of government that shows no partiality to any one group and that lets each
flourish according to the zeal of its adherents ... To hold that it may not,would be to find in
the Constitution a requirement that the government show a callous indifference to religious
groups. That would be preferring those who believe in no religion over those who do believe. .
. . The First Amendment does not say that in every and all respects there shall be a separation
of church and state.”®

Very clearly it is the intentions of the ACLU to stifle religion. Christianity, in particular,
is diametrically opposed to the humanist philosophy of the ACLU.



Links with Communism

The goal of the ACLU is communism. Reading a list of the founding members of the ACLU
is like reading a Who's Who of the American Communist Party. Norman Thomas was the
Socialist Party's candidate for President and a board member of the ACLU. Morris
Hillquit was the director of the National Executive Committee of the Socialist Party and a
member of the ACLU's first National Committee. Other founding members include William
Foster, Chairman of the Communist Party U.S A, Max

Eastman, editor of the Communist Party's The Masses, and Harry F. Ward, prominent
Communist Party member. Baldwin himself admitted in a 1976 interview that "Communism is the
goal ™

In conclusion, let us not be fooled. The ACLU claims to be interested in the rights of all
men. In fact, they are only interested in promoting their own humanist ideas.
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The American Civil Liberties Union And Immorality

To fully understand the ACLU one must have some basic knowledge of secular humanism.
Humanism is based upon the assumption that there is no 6od, and if there is no 6od then there
is no standard of absolute right and wrong. And if there is no absolute right and wrong, then
all truth and all morals are relative; so what might be right in one situation would be wrong in
another. For example, it would be wrong for a wealthy man to steal, but it might be per-
missable for a poor man, if the situation called for it.

If morality is relative, then how does one determine what is right and wrong? The answer
to that question may vary, depending on who is asked. Some believe that morality is determined
by the law of the land: if it is legal, it is moral. Morality only changes when the law changes.
Others believe that we determine our own morality, legal or not. Ernest Hemingway once said,
“What is moral is what you feel good after and what is immoral is what you feel bad after.”
The problem with this thinking is best expressed in Prov. 16:25, "There is a way which seems
right to a man, but its end is the way of death.” Imperfect man cannot determine perfect
morality, but a perfect God can.

Defense of Immorality

The ACLU is determined to legalize every conceivable immorality. Their attitude and
outlook on the law expresses their humanistic values.

“"American laws concerning sexual behavior are based on standards of morality and decency
left over from the 1700's. The old laws, for the most part, were based on the presumption
that the only purpose of sex was reproduction, that pleasure was sin, and that it was not only
evil and illegal but unnatural to engage in sexual relations that didn't lead to the production of
children. .. In this light, laws against fornication, seduction, adultery,and homosexuality make



some sense. And if the main purpose of a society is to produce as many people as possible,
anti-abortion laws have somevalidity. But the ethical and practical reasons for these laws were
— and are — hard to separate. Puritan morality still lies at the basis of our laws relating to
sexual behavior."?

First, notice the humanistic interpretation of the motives behind these “old laws.!' Ac-
cording to the ACLU, sexual laws were enacted primarily for the “production of children.” They
com- pletely overlook the respect that our founding fathers had for the Bible, and
the integrity of their convictions. That is exactly why these laws were made, because lawmak-
ers did believe in aosolute right and wrong.

Second, notice that the writer says that these laws make “"some sense” and have “some
validity” if “"the main purpose of society is to produce as many people as possible.” The implica-
tion is that since our main purpose is not to produce as many people as possible, these laws
make no sense. Again, their interpretation is completely humanistic. The ACLU—

SUPPORTS OPPOSES
Legalization of child pornography Voluntary school prayer
Legalization of drugs Sobriety checkpoints
Tax exemptions for satanists Tax exemptions for churches
Legalization of prostitution Religious displays in public
Mandatory sex education Parental consent laws
Legalization of polygamy Teaching Monogamous, heterosexual
marriage in public schools
Abortion and Euthanasia Death penalty

Next, let's notice how the humanistic interpretation of the law effects the ACLU's position
on certain issues. In the following chart notice, not only the "anti-christian” stance of the
ACLU, but their hypocrisy. Truly they are not concerned with the rights of all Americans,
only those who hold their distorted view.

Child Pornography. When specifically asked about child pornography, Ira
Glasser, of the New York Civil Liberties Union, said, “"Everything published ought to be abso-
lutely protected by the First Amendment."*

Drugs. The ACLU laid out its position on drugs in a book written about children's rights.
“"Parents, judges and legislators must be taught that marijuana is not as dangerous as the
alcohol or cigarettes they tried when young. . .Marijuana is not a narcotic drug no
matter what the laws passed by their generation say."

Abortion and Euthanasia. Humanists often point out the failure and brutality of religion:
the Crusades, the Inquisition, the Islamic Jihad. All of this done in the name of God and
religion. (Of course, those participating were not true Christians.) But let's compare this to the
humanist brutality of Hitler, who killed 6 million Jews, or Stalin, who murdered 15 million
Russians, or Mao, who slaughtered 25 million Chinese.® Add to that the 21 million babies killed
since Roe verses Wade. The cruelty of “religion” does not compare to the cruelty of humanism.



Crime and Punishment. The ACLU would like to make capital punishment illegal, saying that
it violates the constitution's “cruel and unusual punishment” clause. They would also like to
deregulate and decriminalize all ‘Victimless crimes” such as prostitution, drug use, gambling,
and all forms of pornography.”

Free Speech. While the ACLU has fought for the free speech of homosexuals, Nazis,
pornographers, and Communists, when it comes to religious free speech they attempt to deny
religious people the right to speak freely. They have already been successful in removing
voluntary school prayer and are trying to remove the words, "In God We Trust,” from our
money, and “Under God” from the Pledge of Allegiance. In addition, they are ftrying
to terminate all military and prison “chaplains,” and deny tax-exempt status to all churches.®

These are only a few of the radical positions held by the ACLU.

Fighting the ACLU

As we have noted, the ACLU is one of the most powerful lobbies in the nation. They have
been very successful in changing laws that effect each and every American. Like it or not, we
are going to have to deal with them. But, what can we do? How do we fight them? The answer
is very simple; we need to get involved in the community. Americans are becoming more and
more apathetic. Voter turn-out decreases at every election. We spend more time watching
prime-time television than we do reading the newspaper (much less our Bibles). We are allow-
ing a minority to rule over the majority. 6od has ordained civil government (Jn.19:11; Rom.
13:1-7), and as Christians we have the right to administer that government. If we choose, we
can diminish and change the effect that the ACLU has had on our society.
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