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The reviews in this issue focus attention once again on the problem of relating Latter-
day Saint belief to political policies. Three of them, those by Hyrum Andrus, Richard Poll,
and Ted Warner, discuss the involvement of nineteenth century Mormons in erecting a king-
dom that was much more than a mere church. The kingdom then was a thoroughgoing
reformation of political, social, and economic life and even included a plan for world govern-
ment. However Latter-day Saints may feel about political neutrality for the Church today,
there is no doubt that at one time Mormons were committed to an elaborate scheme for
reorganizing all of social existence on religious principles.

In the opening essay, Hyrum Andrus supports the contention of Richard Vetterli, whose
book is reviewed, that a commitment to this earlier kingdom ideal requires Mormons today
to take a conservative political position. The principles of the kingdom were those of the
United States Constitution strictly interpreted, and only by building on this document can
social justice be achieved without sacrificing freedom. Thomas Alexander, in reviewing
Jerr eld Newquist's compilation of Mormon statements on politics, argues that such conclusions
are not justified. Granted that some General Authorities have objected to the contemporary
welfare state, others including foseph Smith have not always stood for a strict interpretation
of the Constitution, and the Church itself has occasionally operated programs that by New-
quist's definition could be called collectivistic. Alexander concludes that there has been no
consensus on what belief means for everyday politics.

The nature of freedom seems to be the focal point of the disagreement. Andrus believes
that state social programs are coercive because of the very nature of government power, while
participation in the kingdom and other Church programs was voluntary; union was achieved
through a meeting of minds infused with the Holy Spirit. Alexander counters that the Church
also exercised sanctions that made its policies somewhat coercive and that state power under
democratic control is not raw force by any means.

There the discussion, at least in this dimension, seems to have reached an impasse, but
the controversialists are by no means exhausted. Doubtless the debate will go on, moving along
new avenues and taking new turns. Hopefully it will be conducted in the spirit of good will,
with a genuine concern to persuade and not merely to indict one's opponents, and with a
willingness to be persuaded when sound arguments are offered.

Perhaps the new light thrown on the Church's earlier commitment to a political ideal
above party will help readers of Klaus Hansen's book and of works by other students of the
kingdom of God to discover a common position more fully consonant with Mormon tradition
and belief than those now available and better able, consequently, to win widespread support.
But Hansen's story is a cautionary tale as well, for as Ted Warner makes clear in his
review, the intermingling of politics and religion has raised tempers before, and in the nine-
teenth century not just disagreements among the Saints as is the case now. Then Church
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