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 Research published early this month by the National Academy of Sciences indicates that the 

political beliefs of physicians sometimes affects the medical treatment that they provide their patients.  

A nationwide sample of primary care doctors shows that on politically sensitive health issues, patients 

receive significantly different care depending on whether the physician is a Democrat or Republican. 

 The study surveyed 20,000 professionals in 29 states, on such health issues as marijuana use, 

firearms storage, abortion, alcohol abuse, obesity, and depression.  Republican physicians were more 

likely than Democrats to engage in “active treatment” options, such as encouraging a patient to cut 

down on marijuana use, while Democrat physicians were more concerned, for example, about storage 

of firearms for a patient who had young children.  Eitan Hersch, one of the authors, said that the study 

might help physicians and patients become aware of how political bias can affect medical decisions. 

 In the last few years, I have become acquainted with a host of doctors.  I like and respect all of 

them, and I’m grateful for the quality of their care.  Only one of them engages me in political 

conversation—during almost every visit.  It’s my hematologist who is not reticent about our world’s 

problems and how to fix them.  But the fact is, I could not guess his party affiliation, or if he would claim 

one.  It seems more likely, from listening to him, that no administration in his lifetime—Republican or 

Democrat-- has accomplished anything good for America. 

 But what about clergy?  Might any of them show bias in relating to members of their flock, 

depending upon their political leanings?  Are clergy allowed by law to publicly advocate in an election 



for a particular candidate?  In some Christian traditions, the congregations expect their clergy to 

endorse candidates from the pulpit.  I never have, and never will.   

 How far must the Church be separated from the State?  Of that, there is considerable 

misunderstanding.  Lyndon Johnson, as a Texas Senator in 1954, successfully sponsored an amendment 

to the federal tax code that does indeed make it illegal for houses of worship and other non-profits to 

endorse or oppose candidates for public office.  But the law does NOT ban a church from sponsoring a 

voter registration drive, for example, of from hosting a candidate forum, and it permits a church to 

speak out about ballot referenda, and to engage in advocacy of issues. 

 The so-called Johnson Amendment is not a surprising clarification given our nation’s history, 

from Colonial times.  Our founders promoted and articulated the Puritan idea that Providence (with a 

capital P) had assigned a world mission to the American nation:  The destiny of the new Union was that 

it would be a Beacon to all people, and a refuge for the oppressed.  In other words, “a city set upon a 

hill”!  Of note is the fact that the word “political” is derived from the Greek word polis, which means 

“city”.   America, “a city set upon a hill”, is a “political” idea. 

 But the intersection of Church and State—religion and politics—goes back a lot farther than 

colonial America.  More than seven centuries before Jesus, the prophet Amos warns the Israelites that 

their idolatry, corruption, and prosperity would necessarily incur God’s harsh judgment.  Their politics 

will be disciplined ultimately by their religion:  Let justice roll down like waters, and righteousness like an 

ever-flowing stream. 

 And Jesus put the brakes on any more questions by his answer to an inquisitive scribe.  The most 

important commandment?  Love God with all your heart…soul…mind…and all your strength!  And, by the 

way:  Love your neighbor as yourself.  That’s a fairly universal antidote to anything that could go wrong 



in the city.  There are kingdoms (small “k”), and there is the Kingdom (large “K”) of God.  Politics 

disciplined by religion. 

 So….Jesus for President!  Who else? 

 There is more than adequate historic precedent for asking our faith to inform our politics.  There 

is more than adequate precedent for the Church to inform matters of State.  To be sure, 

unapologetically, there are numerous faith principles that ought to accompany any follower of Christ 

into the voting booth.  According to the National Council of Churches, of which we are voting members, 

there are at least ten.  I will briefly mention four: 

 War is contrary to the will of God.  We look for political leaders for whom peace with justice is a 

priority, and who actively seek nonviolent solutions to conflict.  Jesus for President!  Vote! 

 God calls us to advocate for those who are most vulnerable in society.  We look for political 

leaders who work for economic justice, who seek to reduce the disparity between rich and poor.  Jesus 

for President!  Vote! 

 Christians have a biblical mandate to welcome the stranger.  We look for political leaders who 

promote fair immigration policies, rejecting xenophobia.  Jesus for President!  Vote! 

 Enriched learning environments for all God’s children is a moral imperative.  We look for 

political leaders who advocate for equal education opportunity and adequate funding for services to 

children.  Jesus for President! 

 I can only imagine that, if He were, Hos first act on His first day in office would be to declare 

that: Justice roll down like waters, and righteousness like an ever-flowing stream.  Jesus for President! 

 If He were, the likely focus of His first 100 days in office would be to help us to Love God with all 

our hearts…souls…minds…and strength!  And our neighbors as ourselves!  Jesus for President!—indeed!    


