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CHAPTER TEN: RELIGIOUS, RACIAL, SEXUAL EQUALITY

In Herman Melville’s “Moby Dick” there is a character named Fleece who preached, “All angel is not’ting more dan de shark well goberned”. The foundation of being well governed is fairness. If we as sharks can not be angels in body, then, can we have more allegiance to the philosophy of being well governed? The point is, being well governed and wanting to be well governed is two different things. It is a matter of fairness to discern the subtleties. For a philosopher like Fleece, having the capacity of allegiance but seeing that he is not being well governed might not exhort an angelic sermon to his parishioners but instead one such as this benediction, “Cussed fellow-critters! Kick up de damnest row as ever you can; fill your dam’ bellies till dey burst – and den die.” Hardly a civilized prospect.

Critics might say, “One government after another has failed and the authority structure of Even Hand will too.”

To which I reply, “We can not assume the death or finality of the Human Race. We must keep trying to balance liberty and freedom. We must try to be prudent and practical in our affairs; moreover, we must be fair and honest. We can not afford to be indebted to our own conscious.”

Critics might sneer and rebut, “Consciousness is such an indefinable thing, especially when talking about the grand Human Race’s destiny.” So what! We really can not afford to be indebted, period. That debt is the reason for the failure of a majority of the governing systems of history. The debt of allegiance is not to be spent without end and is not a forgiving creditor. The invoice will absolutely be paid. If we can not manage our affairs concerning the debt of allegiance, then, what can we do right?

Religion is the practiced tenets of faith and belief. Every person has a degree of faith and belief. Likewise, it is the responsibility of the independent person to practice their faith and belief. Religion is compassionate people organizing with the common interests of morals and virtues to live at peace with the powers that be and must clearly be separate from the cold execution of the policies of authority.

Because a Republic is a representative government there are many people involved in the decision making process. Each with their own degree of faith and belief. No one faith or belief should be law in a Republic. Only a civilized forum and judgment should be the foundations of law.

Consider the following descriptions of the importance of religion to our lives, our society, and consequently our civilization.

“All religions say in one way or another that man does not, and cannot stand alone. He is vitally related with and even dependant on powers in Nature and Society external to himself. Dimly or clearly, he knows that he is not an independent center of force capable of standing apart from the world.” John B. Noss from his book “Mans Religion”.

“The study of religion reveals that an important feature of it is a longing for value in life, a belief that life is not accidental and meaningless. The search for meaning leads to faith in a power greater than the Human, and finally to a universal or superhuman mind which has the intention and will to maintain the highest values for Human life.” From the book, “World Religions from Ancient History to the Present”.

“In the mysterious universal universe, there is one thing of which Man can feel certain. Man himself is certainly not the greatest spiritual presence in the universe, there is a presence in the universe that is spiritually presence in the universe, there is a presence in the universe that is spiritually greater than Man himself, Man’s goal is to seek communion with the presence behind the phenomena, and to seek it with the aim of bringing his self into harmony with this absolutely spiritual reality.” From Arnold Toynbee’s book, “An Historian’s Approach to Religion”.

Christian, Muslim, Judaism, Hindu, Buddhism, Shinto, Taoism, Native American, Mythology (Greek, Roman, Norse), Pagan, Wicca; these religions are honorably practiced by the people who profess them. We know they must be kept, as best we can, from becoming, one or another, the overriding influence in the policies of our government. The tendency for bigotry is too great when that event happens.

The complication arises thusly, “How can you be free and equal throughout the world and practice your religion if you are obligated to refrain from mixing your politics with religious observances?” The concept of the separation of church and state applies to institutions of church and state, not religious and political values. What balance is to be found in respect to these values?

We would hope that we can make a system so fair to you as an independent person, that your allegiance to the Human Race and our civilization will temper your desire to defeat all other beliefs and opinions (soil form which bigotry grows), for a law and order which is fair and equal.

All too often religion or someone’s faith and belief is manifested with symbolitry and idols. The separation of church and state dictates the separation of those symbols and idols from the policies of our government. This does not restrict monuments from being built on private funds. It does stop public money from being spent at the discretion of a few or even at the discretion of a single Department.

Nor does this separation imply restriction of the independent person’s freedom of religion. Faith and belief are sovereign rights. Faith and belief can not be beaten from Human Beings who set in their minds that their religious the truth. A substitute may be provided perhaps under torturer or taken away by death; however, the conditions under which these circumstances may arise are exactly why we must fairly check and balance our authority.

A critic might observe that the United States hierarchy is riddled with references to Christianity. And they might recollect that some of Christendom’s churches have been merciless in the past.

Neither observation is very comforting when considering the determination of a fair governing policy for a multi-religious society. So what do we in the United States do to account for this preferential treatment of Christianity in our government? We should go to the Supreme Court and if it has not been done yet is should be done now with all quickness. In reality, by combining religion and government you hasten the corruption and injustice of the society being ruled. Corruption and injustice are detrimental to faith and belief. Eventually leading to the erosion of allegiance and all semblance of order.

We need our right to life, liberty, and in order to pursue belief which makes us happy we should commit our society to protecting our freedom and equality. If we do not, then, no matter what the belief or how strong the practice, our history has proven, we would be delaying the inevitable, playing for time, until that corruption, that bad thing that happens and we lose our freedom and equality to another’s interpretation of life and belief.

To a large degree the minority ethnic groups have been conditioned to shun American politics. Even people of my own ethnicity are forced to draw back into their shells to temper their cooperation in society with other people. A Republic can not afford to be dealt with so unjustly. It must be given a chance.

The history of America’s strewn with prejudice. Why the United States Constitution is only signed by Caucasian males. No more needs to be said. The allegiance to civilization is our heart. We must all pledge greater allegiance. To do that we must be fair.

As long as apportionment based on 3/5ths a person, the phrase, “excluding Indians not taxed”, among other quirks, remain in the body of the United States Constitution, I have not earned a semblance of consanguine allegiance from the people of other ethnic groups different from mine, to the contract for civilized government in America’s society. Furthermore, what must the people of the world think? If I were to shirk such responsibility to strive to be ideally civil I could claim that my signature is not applied to such words; however, shirking and irresponsibility are not prudent.

If out of fairness we were to extend to the minority ethnic groups the offer to have their esteemed fold sign the United States Constitution as an honest gesture of equality we would then be creating a token aristocracy with that community. To some extent an economic ethnic aristocracy does exist throughout the world; however, that does not mean that a progressive free people recognize it as a governing authority.

Nor am I as a Caucasian suggesting that I myself am of the moral caliber or talent of the original signers of the Constitution; moreover, or of the moral caliber or talent of the chosen folk of the minority ethnic groups who would sign the contract.

At the next Constitutional Convention, whether it is nationally or globally, I do not believe that a racially balanced quorum will give us the fairness that we need to commit with wholehearted allegiance. The idea that a new Constitution would be signed only by a racially representative proportion of society is cheap to me. By letting every person have the opportunity to sign the authority structure they will live through brings fairness to everyone and allegiance right up close to the heart. Even Hand can do that.

One thing I am very glad, no, I am downright happy of respecting racial politics is that through Even Hand I am going to be able to make an offer of greater liberty to my white peers, hopefully, without sounding like a total idiot. Together we can take a quantum leap forward politically and bypass a created aristocracy. We realize that the day is coming when fairness will demand honesty and truth. This means equality of allegiance. Not for just our representatives. Nor for just one ethnic group or another but for each and every one of us of the Human Race. We should each be given the opportunity to sign the authority structure. Or not.

Abuse of authority does not discriminate. Until 1826, Caucasian people in the United States were said as indentured servants who would be freed after a certain period of time. Andrew Johnson, who became President in 1865, was a runaway white slave; advertisements appeared in newspapers in newspapers in an attempt to get him back.

The men who wrote the United States Constitution at the convention of 1787 and the men who ratified it at the State Conventions of 1787-89 might frown very much on the philosophy of Even Hand and me for writing it. To put it mildly. Especially the racial overtones and connotations. They were men of high esteemed; well-educated, successful, prominent in religion, active in their community, having pledged their mutual fortunes to each other in fighting for freedom from Great Britain. While I have done nothing but taken a figurative pen in hand. Moreover, my morals and actions in life have not always been something I would have wished for myself. It is too easy to consume history from words on pages; it is too easy to write words assessing that history; it is not reality if you have not lived that history; Even Hand is history waiting to be lived.

For me to write of the race card and allegiance to the government of modern America it could seem that I am throwing mud upon the characters of the framers of the United States Constitution. God forgive me. Those patriots who have died and those living for the United States Constitution please contemplates that Even Hand is an offer to all of us. Have mercy on me because I know that I am close to trespassing on holy ground. If you ask, “Well, why did you write Even Hand?” I would reply, “Because, rat-like, being backed into a corner, I am fighting and thinking I have something of value to protect. That thing is liberty.”

The contract will also bring political equality to the sexual other half of Humans; that being women. Did any woman sign the United States Constitution? No. Have any of our female fellow citizens been asked to look at a contract of the governing principles they would live through? I doubt it.

The differences between the sexes should not be underestimated (For the year 2002, in the United States, females outnumbered males: 144 million to 138 million). While women have been put through the political wringer they should realize that it has not been easy for any of us. Persecution is extremely fickle when deciding who will be its next victim. When cogitating about civilization a person can see where we have left ourselves liable to hatred. And how close that hatred comes when a woman feels she is not being treated fairly.

The contract asks “all” adult citizens to consider the contract for government; however, we can give them the respect of a living thinking Being to decide for themselves if they like our authority structure.

While women should be given all the respect in the world concerning political equality it would please me to see my future wife choose “no” to Even Hand at her first signing and leave it at that for every Term of Allegiance for the rest of her life. Furthermore, if she never voted or opened a candidacy I would be doubly pleased. A man is the head of the family household, which includes political stands, and I would sorely appreciate that of her. 

However, she has the entire blood right to expect from me to have an understanding of what free liberty entails and that what is proper is proper and should not be cloaked with arbitrary words and actions. For her to respect me as the head of the family and then for me to be an entire totalitarian or pansy would negate the strength she gives me by her recognizing me as the head.

I would be very happy to see my future wife be given that option of maturity and the primary liberty with respect from the entire Human Race to once and for all say no. I would be proud of her if she acted thusly.

Consider the many different cultures around the world that keep women in the background politically as well as socially. Some women may rebel, some may accept it willingly. In neither case should the consequences bring suppression of freedom to live at liberty as an adult. If the men of these cultures would not give their ladies the contract and the opportunity to say no, then, how can we conclude anything else but that they are not interested in fairness and cooperation with the rest of the Human Race?

As it stands today what do our Mothers, Sisters, and Daughters know about each other? They fake it everyday and they fake it to the male side as well. What respect is there between a husband and a wife when both feel the world of authority takes them from granted. Even Hand can give our women the respect they need to be the best they can be.

Jesus Christ has been quoted as saying as Matthew 10:35: “For I came to cause division, with a man against his Father, and a daughter against her Mother, and a young wife against her Mother-in-Law.”

I wonder if Jesus and you the reader would consider Even Hand to be such a division because every adult has to say yes or no to our Human authority?

The relationship of liberty and freedom in Even Hand is an attempt at equality that is only as good as the people who apply it.

“Freedom…is not the last word. Freedom is only part of the story and half the truth. Freedom is but the negative aspect of the whole phenomena whose positive aspect is responsibleness,” quoted from “Mans Search for Meaning”, by Dr. Victor E. Frankl, page 134, further revealing, “In fact, freedom is in danger of degenerating into mere arbitrariness unless it is lived in terms of responsibleness. That is why I recommend that the Statue of Liberty on the East Coast be supplanted by a Statue of Responsibility on the West Coast.”

While some of our more uneducated American Brothers and Sisters and their peers around the world might believe that once presented with Even Hand they will at long last have what they have been missing; however, I must admonish them. Gaining political equality is not a reason to party; obtaining fair playing rules does not inoculate us from the fact that government’s authority is kinetically evil.

Does not the majority think that they are the intellectual caliber of the men who participated in the Constitutional Convention of 1787, the State Ratifying Conventions of 1787-89, or even the assundried elected officials who have honorably served since the United States inception?

If our fellows think that upon applying Even Hand they will have gained an aristocratic air, then, what will we have accomplished? A degree of political fairness does not a pedigree or advanced education make. Will a buck-toothed near-sighted ditchdigger think himself  the equal of  Dr. Jarvik? Will a freckle-faced knockneed convenience storeclerk think herself the equal of Marilyn Vos Savant?

If it is equality a person wants, then, let them seek it because very little in this world is given equally. The citizens of this world should not confuse equality with quality. Likewise, the people of quality should not withhold liberty from the people.

Boyd Evan White


