Liberal letter opposing

“One Nation Under God” with artist responses.

Some suggestions/comments about your painting "One Nation Under God", which I just discovered:

It's a beautifully executed work, in spite of the controversy it is engendering. Thank you.
 
Let me first say that I am, perhaps most truthfully a left-leaning Centrist. That is to say, I'm not way out on the liberal fringe, although from the perspective of many conservatives, being anywhere near or left of the center line automatically makes one on the fringe. Liberals think the same about conservatives who wish to be more centrist in their views, so I guess it's about equal.

 
 You evidently took some overt criticism for your work, for the implications behind the symbolism you chose to create. You have explained away some criticisms and simply deflected others, when your intent was quite clear in spite of some of those explanations. It is wonderful that you believe so deeply in Jesus Christ, and also wonderful that you feel compelled to tell others of your love for Him, through your art. You do not honor Him, however, by promoting falsehoods in His name.   It is fine that you take issue with different imagery on the website.  Most criticisms I receive have little to do with facts and more to do with interpretations of symbolism, history, Christianity and the Constitution.  What you consider as the reinforcement of falsehoods I consider as the reinforcement of truth.

For example, on the left (that is to say, on Jesus' left), you have placed symbols of people that are considered "bad" in our society: pregnant, single woman (presumably out of wedlock); a lawyer counting his riches Nothing inherently evil about counting riches.  It’s where the riches come from.; an uncaring, politician (a liberal one at that, given his position in the painting), a professor holding a Darwin book, clearly meant to point out the clash between evolution versus creationism (and incorrectly equating evolution-believers as only liberal)He represents a Professor who believes there is no room for God in education.  Of course none of these figures are absolute.  I agree, not all “professors” are liberal in their politics just because they may be Atheist.  ; a left-biased news reporter, etc. All of the "left" people are looking away from Jesus, whereas all the "right" people are looking towards him in reverence. And of course, to top that off, Satan is on the left side, not at some other innocuous place in the painting. Stating that it was not your intent to imply that those on the left are Satanists amounts to splitting hairs. As you say, these are symbols, and you are in fact attempting to portray progressives as Godless, at least, and perhaps evil as well.  I appreciate your point of view and reasoning behind your arguments.  Sometimes it does feel like I am splitting hairs.  When I painted this picture I had very clear intentions.  I find there are many like minded people who immediately understand, but there are also some who because of their own life experiences will interpret the painting differently.  For these, I endeavor to interpret my message on the website.
If I wanted to use a symbol that these people were Satanists they would be looking toward Satan.  Not having them looking toward Christ and the Constitution implies that they are confused.  That certainly raises the feathers of those who identify themselves with the Left.  I am not condemning these people; in fact the idea of the painting is that they reconsider their positions.

I know that it would be inaccurate to label all Progressives and Liberals as Godless.  That would be ridiculous.  It would also be inaccurate to label all doctors, farmers, mothers and ever Christian ministers as saints.   Regardless of what I say, some will insist on their own interpretation.  

On the right, all the symbols of "good" people: a family doctor, a soldier, a Marine, a school teacher (who looks uncannily like Sarah Palin), a mother recognizing Christ, a farmer, etc. And most notably, an immigrant whose "face indicates shock at recognizing the source of America's greatness in Christ holding the Constitution," according to your notes.

You know all these symbols of course, since you created them, but I wanted to delineate them for the purpose of identifying the thrust of my comments.

In your general defense, you state that you were just creating symbols to inspire (I'm paraphrasing, forgive me). Nevertheless, surely you understand that many people see such work, errors and all, and indeed listen to or read about many incorrect interpretations of events and symbols, without ever making an effort to learn the facts. Such "art", such books, news programs, documentaries, etc., have the effect of reinforcing falsehoods about Christianity and about our country.

You mention that our government has grown so big and powerful that the rights of the individual are at risk... and that the country has pushed towards Socialism? Let me address these two ideas separately. Your implication, indeed often the accepted school of thought, is that conservatives want less government and liberals want more. This descends from business philosophy, more than anything. Conservatives want free market principles in play (although happy to take a bailout at taxpayer expense when business gets shaky) A true conservative would never warrant a taxpayer bailout.  Remember, just because you are Republican and pray to God does not make one a Conservative.  I believe a certain amount of government regulation is warranted.  But under the Constitution in its original form, this should be regulated by the states, not the federal government.  I personally don’t believe in complete deregulation.  I believe it is the government’s responsibility to ensure equal protection of rights, but not equal protection of things. , whereas liberals wish to rein in the more heinous and aggregious forms of capitalism through government regulation. Did you ever hear of a robber baron who was liberal? Do you even know the history of what these people did to poor struggling families whom you identify as the backbone of America? Government control? Let us not forget the Patriot Act. This was completely conceived by the conservative establishment, and while it ostensibly was for "fighting terrorism" that was only the lie upon which it was sold. There are many abridgements of individual rights in that document, most notably, defects in the right to due process, one of the most fundamental individual rights we acquired through the Constitution. Rendition of innocent civilians to be tortured in other countries... this is Christian? Would Jesus approve? Let us not be foolish enough to believe that liberals want to take away rights, while conservatives wear white hats and only wish to bestow them, or at least, to protect us.  The Patriot Act was a horrific intrusion on our constitutional rights.  Here you seem to be identifying a Bush/Republican action with a Conservative Christian agenda.  If there were any Christian Conservatives backing the Patriot Act they were naive in my view.  Obviously we can’t make blanket statements about people.  If anyone takes one of my symbolic representations to infer these people (person on the bottom right side) are all bad, they have missed the point. As far as Socialism is concerned, that has become a "bogeyman word" - designed to scare and to polarize while few citizens know what it really means. If they did, they would understand that we are very far from a Socialist country, and that a desire for fair and universal health care for Americans (the most commonly stated fear of "socialism"), and moving away from the Wall Street system that vastly profits from the misfortunes of the sick, is a laudable goal about which only the profiteers and muckrakers who are paid by them should rightly worry.  Although we may not be a socialist country, can anyone deny that we are not moving in that direction?  It is a “bogeyman word” as well it should be.  Without getting into a heavy discussion on National Healthcare, there are certainly better ways than to turn it over to the government.  When has the federal government ever instituted a program that actually ran efficiently?  As for Socialism, are there any success stories where a country actually improved the quality of life for their people as compared to the United States?  Liberals may laugh at this, but I prefer a country where everyone has equal rights and nobody tells me how I have to live.  Isn’t that what America’s about?  We became the greatest country in world history and it wasn’t through a Socialistic government.
 
You have taken criticism, and rightfully so, for attempting to associate Christ with the Constitution. No matter how you explain this away, this was your goal. And it errs mightily with the intent of the Founding Fathers. Christians such as yourself are not able to separate God from Christ. You are least acknowledge Deism - however, not just two of the Founding Fathers (as you indicate) but many were Deists, and Masons as well. It is those Masonic backgrounds that are largely responsible for the triumvirate form of balanced government that we have. This did not come from religion or ideas about God. Jefferson himself, if you actually read history, went to great length to prevent the establishment of government-sanctioned denominations of Christian religion, so strongly did he feel that separation of church and state was necessary. Why? Because the Anglican Church of England was the very entity which prevented (or at least isolated) the Calvinist Puritans from worshipping openly, which is why they came to the Colonies in the first place.  I do not deny that I was attempting to associate Christ with the Constitution.  What I do deny is that you must be Christian to be a good American.  You see, you can take it one of two ways.  Either you believe that the painting says the Constitution was a document inspired by Judeo-Christian beliefs, or that I am saying this is a Christian country that should force Christianity down everyone’s throat.  It would be illogical to speak about preserving the Constitution on one hand and then asking to do away with the First Amendment on the other.  I think people who jump to this conclusion usually are suspicious of the Christian Conservative view in politics.  I know this sounds hypocritical to you.  If someone feels I am labeling them as non-Christian by identifying them as liberal, the true message is---will you support the original intent of the constitution and are your beliefs in harmony with God?  How they answer is their business.  I knew when I painted this image many would understand and many would object.  The purpose is to make you think 
Other falsehoods which only reinforce conservative bias (which was your intent, you cannot deny this): that only liberal lawyers count their riches or are unwholesome Here I am referring to the side of the law profession which has drug our country through the mud regarding liberal legislation and bureaucratic red tape.  This is not intended to say all lawyers are evil, liberal or anti-God., that only liberal politicians are corrupt and scheming and uncaring  It seems that many politicians these days vote recklessly regardless of political persuasion.  How did we pass the Patriot Act and the Bailouts?, that the media is mostly left-biased (more on that), that only liberally minded women become pregnant out of wedlock or become single mothers through divorce This is an interesting comment.  I haven’t really expressed my opinions on this.  Without going into great detail I believe that the high rate of teen pregnancy our country is experiencing today is a direct result of liberal agendas including the removal of God from the public schools in exchange for the embracement of Humanism.  I believe the attack on God in America has led to the unraveling of the family and to the disintegration of moral values among many or our youth.  I don’t blame the young girl.  She is a victim of the system.  Where are the values in America that our grandfathers cherished?  Why is virtue and abstinence no longer the standard of acceptability?  I believe that the “liberal” sexual revolution of the 60’s until the present are the source of this cultural disintegration.  This is a generalized explanation and I’m sure it will anger some, but I believe it is the truth. , that no liberals (or centrists) love Jesus, etc. That especially is spiteful and galling to lefties who are Christians.

Let's talk about the news media. Here is where so many conservatives get it wrong. The major, mainstream news organizations (NBC, ABC, CBS) are owned by very large corporations. Officers in large corporations, being business-minded, very often tend to be Republican, and at the level of senior officers and principals, not to mention institutional shareholders, they are nearly always Republican. These large corporations have editorial boards which control the content of the news organizations they own. If you did any studying of statistics, to learn how many stories are "liberal" versus how many support conservatives, you would understand the whole conservative complaint about the media being primarily leftist is skewed an incorrect. However, conservative talk show hosts like Rush and Beck and Michael Savage and Fox News promote this myth to further infuriate and enrage (and thus secure their hold on the minds of) everyday middle and working class conservatives.  Again you attempt to divide this painting as Republican verses Democrat.  I see both of these parties with an element of corruption.  Are you saying that everyday middle and working class conservatives are all a herd of dumb sheep?  Time will tell.
 
I could go on, and I thank you very much if you have even read this far. I won't undertake the effort to address every point of your linked comments within the painting. I did make it a point to be conversive in tone and not acerbic, as no doubt some letter or comments have been. Once again, I'm glad that you feel so strongly about your Christian belief. What truly made (and hopefully still makes) our country great is our plurality. "E Pluribus Unum" does not mean "united we stand" as is often believed, it means "from the many, one". Yet, many conservatives interpret this plurality only within the context of Christianity, i.e., it accords many Christian denominations. Being free "to worship as we please" does not include, from the perspective of a Christian, to be free to worship God in non-Christian fashion, or to not worship at all. Yet the true vision of plurality, by our Founding Fathers, was not limited. The horrific polarization that has infected this great nation is our greatest woe, not what either side (left versus right) currently believes. We must somehow again embrace the inclusion that was intended for us. The muckrakers who attempt to divide and inflame us are perhaps the worst of the lot, equivalent to the moneychangers whom Jesus cast from the Temple for their evil.  

I assume there are some Christians who would like to exclude all from fellowship if they do not agree with their ways.  And I suppose there are liberal Atheists who would love to dispose of all the Christian Conservatives.  I don’t favor either of these two extremes.  I believe we should all be free to worship as we please as long as it doesn’t infringe on the rights of another.  The reason our country is so polarized today is because we have moved so far to the left that Conservatives feel that our Constitution is in peril.  We feel our sovereignty as a nation is at risk.  We feel that our individual rights are at risk.  How can anybody meet in the middle on something so black and white?  What we can do is have a civil conversation like this and at least understand each other.

I wish you well, Jon. And I hope you will examine more truthfully your reasons for the elements in your painting.
Thank you for your thoughts, they were well expressed and I appreciate you taking the time to write me.

