Facts And Issues On A Propose’ Boycoit of Coors Beer

The Adolph Coors Beer Company is the fifth largest domestiec brever,
A1l 1,260,000 shares of Class A voting common stock are owned by the
Coors family according to MOODY'S HANDBOOK OF COMMCN STOCK. Forty-one
percent of all Class B non-voting common stock is also privately held
by the Coors family. In 1978 Coors suffered a 194 decline in earnings
from 67.7 million dollars to 54.8 wmillion dollars., According to MOODY¥4S,
this decline was a2 "...result of continued adverse market conditions
inclwiing intense competition and a union led boycott."” Peter Coors,.
the company®s marketing vice president stated in TIME that "...the
boycott has been painful: sales in California, which account for almost
45% of the conipany's volume, are down by 15%.“2 For a complete financial
analysis of Coors, refer to appendix 4, We conclude from this that the
Coor's family has total control and fin:neial benefit of the Coors Beer
Company. Besides this strong tie hetwssn company and family, top company
positions of control are held by family members: Bill Coors is chair-
person of the board, Jeseph Coors is company president, and Peter Coors
is marketing vice president. We also conclude that the boycott of Coors
Beer had a profound effect, continues to have an impect, and that future
boycotting of a serious nature can show n» prefound impact.

Accordine to the Director of NOW Legal Defense and Education "and,
Phyllis Segal, "For effectiveness of dramatizing and calling attention
to the intensity of citizens® feelings arout a particular public issue,
the boycott is a useful and vital politicsl tool, especlally for broad
social movements @eeking fundamental chamges.“B The effective boycott
tool is being requested to right the many wrongs that follow that were
and are being perpstrated by Coors family members. It is documented above
that the family and corperation are cne aad the same entity. Please
note that the Coors family publicly link their private beliefs and cor-
porate status and opsnly seck the public aye. Joseph Coors states in
the ADVOCATE in Novembar 1977 that, "he know we get into controversiﬁl
issues, maybe moreso than most companiss but that’s the way we are.”
Refer to Appendix B for further wilful disclosurs.

Justice Powell of the U.5. Supraie Court has commented on those
psrsons who thrust themselves in the public eyas "An individual who
decides to sesk governmental office or the public eye must accept certain
neccessary consequenrces of that involvement in public affairs, He
(or sha) runs the risk of c¢loser publiic scrutiny than might otherwise
be the case. More comnonly, those clessed as public figures have thrust
themselves to the forefront of particular publie controversies in order
to influence the resolution of the issuss inveolved. In either event,
they invite attention and comment.”” » By continually flaunting their
personal beliefs and corporate positicns befors the publie, the Coors
corporation has invited this comment which we hope willl teke the form
of the action requested to boycott in light of the insidious facts that
follow. Becauss of diversification of ownership aml control, lack of
intentional publicity designed to irfluence issues, and more neutral
political activity of a moderats level, most large corporations have
not incurred the high level of accountabiiiiy that Coors openly has.

The following data is from the public recerds of the Federal Electlons
Commission (FEC) reports ui Joseph Coors, Holly Coors, Bill Coors, and
Feter Coors. The maximum that ons psrson say contribute to candidates
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for federal office during a ovne year period may not exceed $25,000,00.
The maximum amount that one person may give to any cne pelitical action
committen contributing to federal elections is $5,000.00 during & one
year perlod, The maximum amount that one person may give to any one
candidats for federal office is $1,000.00 in = one year pericd. Plsase
note the larze number of contributions of the Coors that reach Lths
maximum allowed by law. The last figuraes currently availsble from the
FEC is for a.nine month pericd beginning February 1978 and ending in
October 1378, though the pericd will end in Janugry 1970 when FEC data
is compilad and processed for a one year peried.” During this single
nine monthr peried Joseph, Holly, Bill, and Peter Coors gave $56,400,00
toward feleral elections., Pleass nots who they are electing o reprasent
us at the federal level.

Josoph Coors contributed $1,000.00 to the political action committee
of Citizuns for the Republic. According to NEWTIMES, this organization
iz ®,.,ths parsonal political vehicle for the future travels of Ronald
Reagan, uherever they may lead. Reagan’s recent presidential aspiratione
have been heavily subsidized by Coors.®? Remember that Ronsid Reagan
has stated that gay peoples are sick and shovid be put 4n hgspitals and
has fired an aide for being gay according to the ADVOSATE.® One of
Reagan®s current presidential campaign co-ghairpersons is Senator Paul
Laxalt w'o has recently intreduced sn anti-gay b§11 vefore the U.S.

Senate miking discrimination against gays legal.

Coci®s family members contributed a total of $9,000,00 from Joseph,
Holly, aid Peter to the Committee for the Survival of & Free Congress
(CSFC), The ADVOCATE statas that "CSFC is the ultra-conservative new-right
group thit got its start wi%g financial backing from Colorade's notoricus
conserva'ive Joseph Coors.® Paul Weyrich who heads the organization
states i1 NEWTIMES that the organizations goals ineluds ®...the defest
of liberel congrassman(personsg and theilr replacement by reactionaries.”
The ADVOCATE also states that "McDonald is not the lone right-wing homo=
phobs in Jongress. Others inelude Senators Orrin B, Hateh, S.1. Hayakawa,
and Jess lelms, all of whom offered assistsnce %o the Miami Save Our Childyren
Crusade. Right wingers in the lower house inelude Reps. Jack Canningham,
and Rober, Dernan, both of whom supported the McDenald anti~gay amendment,
McDonald, Hateh, Hafgkawn. Cunningham, and Dornen all received election
help from .he CSFC,.® :

The ’olloving information is on the candidates that Coors contributed
to. 4 canplete 1list of all contributions of Coors is in Appandix C, along
with ratings (wien available) of three political rating groups indicating
general uhilosojhy. The ratings are from the ADA, tho ACA, snd the CFA,
The ADA is the Americans for Democratic Action and is definedas an CrEgan-
l1zation pushing ‘or ®.,.economic lepislation designed to reduce inequity,
preven’ aneroachrient on eivil liberties, and promote intermational human
rights. It rates members on a brosd spectrum of issues,” The ACA is the
Americans for Comstitutionsl Acticn which defines itself as opposing
“the massive movenent of our nation inte Soclialism and a regimented (read
as squal for 211} society® and rates legislators accordingly, Its ratings
cover a broad range of issues., The CFi is the Consumer Federztion of
Azerica which pretses for pro-consumer legislation and rates on consumar
is8ues as well ar public-interest issues such as tax and food stemp reform,
«nd public housirz, These proup définitionz and ratings are from THE
ALMANAC OF AMERItA! POLITICS, 1978.1 ;

Note that all candidates belew who werc in gffice during the anti-
gay MeDonald amendment voted against gay rights, L The donations of
Coors took place iftar the wvote and publicity of the MeDonald amerdument.,
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The ¥rDonald 8mendment of 1977 crohibited Hover nt_fuﬁding aof legal aid
in cases of indipents if they were homosexual. All of the S&natora_and
Representat.ves below who were in of “ice QUring the extension of the ERA
voted ag&%nst it showins their disfavor of women having equal rights in
Amordca. ! , s e
Rep. larry McDonald of Georgia received $1,000,00 from Josoeph and
Holly Coori. The ADVOCATE states in its Sept, 20, 1979 issue that,
"For “the {irst time in recent memery, Conpgress has hefors it an tanti-
homosaxual resnlution' designed Lo give the green lirht to employers and
land ords wio want to discriminate on the basis of sexusl orientation.
The measure was introduced by Congressmen Larry McDonald, who was respon~
sitie for a nearly successful affort to amend a 1977 sebt so that it would
ber the use of federal funds in gay legal battles.® 17 NEWTTMES states
ir 1977 that "McDonald received the fifth bigpest bundle of campaign
donations among all ths 4735 coneresspecpls elected in 1974 amone his
centributors wora tLhe Cocrs.nﬂa S, Hunt familv, ant the John "dreh
Society's National Couneil,*'t
Represertativs Rebert Do'nan of California received $1,700.00 from
Jcseph?.Hally, anc Peter Coorr. The HOUSTON PCST stated on Nov. 20, 1977
‘hat "Robert. Dornen, keynote gpeaksr at the °Fro-fwmily, Pro-life’ cdLLy
at the Houstou Astrodome {countsr rallv to IWY Confirence) teld the audience
that ho was saddenid by seeling twe former first ladies znd the wife of the
President at the cuiference dovntown that murning advocating *sexnal per~
v:rsion and the muZering of urborn babies? ,®19 The ADVOCA tells us
about Dornan that 'Besides Polirce Chief Ed Davie of Los Angeles at the
mock funeral for psrnmography wus Congressman Robsrt Dornan, national
spokesman(person) Tor an anti-amut outfit eslled °Citiszens for Decsrey
Through Law'. Sal’ Dornan about Davis, *I%f was unique to see a chief of
police of one of Merica's largsst cities starding », Pov dacency and
speaking as s gran’Father about his goncerns of moral pellution and moral
decay that is .round us in Ameriga,"20
Senator -ess5e Helms of Nowthk Carclina ressived $1,500.00 frem Petew
and Joseph +00rs. The ADVOCAZE comments on Helms ir September 7, 1977,
"Senator -@:s¢ Helms is a gosd friead of both The Consorvative Caucus and
anti-ER’‘'s Phyllis Schlafly, Helms adeits to requent ceonversations with
Anita 'ryaat and has pledged his *full susoort: of hep?,*2l
Jenator Heoger Jepsen of Iows received £250,00 from Joseph Coors, and
Sastor Gordon Kunphrey recoived 2500,00 from F~1ly Coors. According to
¢ AUSTIN cf May 1979, “Claiming to have 100,000 merhers ard o budeet
of $1 miilien, an organizaticn ealled Christian Voles has boen formed %o
lobby apains' gay righ's, pornography, and other moral issues. The orgar-
i-zation's congrescional advisory committee includes Serators Orrin Hatch,
Roger Jepsen. and Gordon Humphray, <
Texan: roceiving Coors merrey include $700.00 to Ron Paunl of Houston,
and $450.00 to Tom Loelffler of San Antonio who wers successful in their
recent bid: for Congress. Coors also gave $250.00 to Tem Pauken who
lost his bid to incuncent Jim Mattox of Dalias who hes supported gay,
women, and minority rights consistently.23 A1l three Taxans Coors supported
are arch-conservative Republicans not receptive to progressive causes,
Many f the unsuccessful candidates funded by Coors were running
arainst cororessparsons who have heen strong supporters of wemen, say,
and minoritLy rights. For example, Coors funded Gerne Huteheson to wun
aralinst ons o our few Congresswomen, Pat Schrreder of Colorade who has
defended wimen, “av, and minority riphts, Josaph, reter, NHolly, and Bill
Coors rave s total of +73,200,00 to Ed Scett who ran against Convressperson
Tim Wirth of Colorado who has supported women, gay, and minority righis,
Bil1l, Peter, and olly Coors save $2,500,00 to Bi1ll Armstrong who was
rocently cliected to the Sanate, revlacinm a Senatur favor:ble to us,
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When Armstrong was in the House he consistentiy voted anti-gay, anti-women,

anti-minority. All of the remainirs contributions to candidates aro baslically

Lo New Right enti-civi? riphts legislators who are elther arch conservative
Republicans or Tory Dsmocrats from all scurces consulted., Please remember
that this information is only about federal cand dates and does not touch
upon thazﬁunds that Coors pours into local ard state politics throughout the
country.

Jgseph and Heolly Coors have also been cited as contributors and
participants to the following conservative, right wing groups. Because
of these organizations rovernment regulated status, they do not have to
report contributions, making dollar fipures impossible to obtain. The
Coors contribute tu The Haritage Foundution, the John Birch Society,
Amorican Conservdtive Union, The Consergqtivn Caucus, Concerned Citizens,
Eaple Forum, and The King's Ministries,”?

The Heritame Foundation is defined in NEWTIMES as a ".,.tax-exempt,
right wing think-tank, funded last year by Joseph Ccors of Colorado beer
fame, which gives 'intellectual content' to right-wing projects. Ons
carly idea was Coor's plan to crsate a é ourth Network® for conservative
tolavision programming and production.” According to GRCUP RESEARCH,
"The Haritage Foundation was started in 1973, prineipally by joseph
Coors, the big brewer, who was also one of the top contributore to Ronald
Reagan for Prasident. It claims to be nonpartician and solicits money as
a tax exempt orpanization., The 1977 Fund to Stop Big Laboer®' has been
announced by the foundation as a special project.®

The John Birch Socisty is a notorious bigot crganization. In May,
1977 the group's magazine AMERICAN OPINION published the article, ¥There's
No Such Thing As A Good Fairy." The article says that "homusexuality ig
a sin of violence and comspiracy. It is also, and should be, 2 crime," 8
The Amsrican Conservative Union is a group which rates coigressional
voting records and provides educational materiﬁé Tron & conservative stand-
point on a broad ringe of conservative issues, NEWTIMES defines The
Conservative Caucus as "...thought to bs the 'kay comnection® of the lew
Right grass-roots orgarizing efforts for candidates and causes. TCC 1s
run by Howard Phillips, a former Young American for Freedcm, who was
Nixon®s last director of the Of “ice of LZconomic 0pportunity.“30 Ruth
Russell of the Weshington D.C, NOW Office states that "Joseph Coors was
an integral part of the organizing commitise for the TCC °*Conservative
Shadow Cabinet® in 1976. TCC is currently the lezd*nz group of the New
Right and works toward a varlety of conservative issues such as opposing
all abomptions, the ERA, and gay ?ights.“}l

Concerned Citizens is a California proup urging reinstatement of
criminal penalties for homosexual %ﬁts in the stats aeccording to the
San Franeisco Gay Democratic Club, The Eagle Forum is tho organiza-
tional vehicle of Phyllis Schlafly which works to rdersat the ERA. The _
AD¥OUATE refers to it as an ¥...updated female Birch Socicty auxiliary.“Jj
The ADVOCATE notes that "Particularly disturbing to gay women is Schl«fly's
anti-lesbian prejudiee, frequently reported in her EAGIE FORUM NEWSLETTER
and the PHYLLIS SCHLAFLY KEPORTS.®

The King's Ministries is an Eplscopal ®Education and Counseling?
organization dedicated to "reclaiming” homosexuals and tryins to "set
them free from their bondape" according to its literature. As late
as January of 1978, literature was distributed by the King's Finistries
listing Holly Ceors on its Board cf Directors, and stating that she,
with the board, had written, edited and aporoved the "Purpose Statanant"
{ahove) of the organization, In Novembor of 1977 Joseph Coors statos
thetl her name was not printed with her aprroval; however, her name
remained for a preat deal of tine, no rairscticn ir the Iiterature was
printud, and nu action was taken acainst ¥ine’s Mineitries b Coors,
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Joseph Coors 4136 statas that he doas net beliava-thm Kiﬁg's Mlnistries!to
be anti-gay, dnd that ®...someone trying to help gays bocone sbmething alse
if they want to is not anti-gay. This man gdiractor of KM) is net go =
out and preacHing among the gay comminity." That statement is not entirely
true; hawo er! because the group states that it "trains clergy to ministsr
to gays."3% The King®s Ministries employs. deprogramning techniques on, ., -

* homosexuals similar to that ussd on Moonies, and the or 1zatdon is cun-

veniently nationally headquartered in Denver, Colorado. i
With the :possible exception of The King's’ Hinistriﬂs. all of the I
above groups 4nd candidates are members of the: "New Right¥; which is
coming into power, The August 1979 MS. states. that the Rew Right ® soe |
does not hope ;te persuade the majority of Americans to accépt their .
ultraconservative philosophy. ‘Rather they plan te build a'coalition of -
speclal-interdst groups uniting to gain political power, And in the U.5.
where only one third of elgible votérg wont to the polls in the last ‘l
election, that strategy could work, w38 The laadership of New Right groups
flows freely betwesn the goups and includes Coors as Appsndix D indicatas.
Lesbian activist and former Massachusetts legislator Elaine Noble agreqs.
“The anti-ERA psopld, the Anita Bryant poople, the right-te-lifers-~they’
are all %he aame...sze with the Jows. in Nazi Germany, they pick on the
people who look like easy pickirgs. Unless gays ean develop some political

' mascle, history could repeat,"3?  Richard Viguerie, chief furdraiser an+

direct-mail specialist for several new right groups agrees that gays and
other left minorities have roascn for corcern.{ In less then two years, he
has raised nearly $4 million for congervative groups, TCC's Diractor,‘
Howard Phillips states .that "Amorica's conservative majority will wrest
congressional; control and federal money avay: from suggortors of the women's
1ib movement,|welfare rights groups; and gay groups," With huge funding
to.these right wing groups and candidates from Coors, this' may coms to pass,
: Coors has tried to whitewash iis covert éppressivs actions in thaoform
of token support for progressive causes. Bill Coors is proud to tell us that
he has contributed $5,000,00 psrsonally toward the ratification of the [ERA,
BUT what he deesn®t tell us is that he unseats candidates that support ! gny
and women®s rights and funds candidatds that vote ‘against gay and women's
rights (refer to candidate contributions abova) 41 "It is very interesting
to note that Bill Coors position on the ERA seems to have changed consider-
ably since the boycott and its economic effact on the company, at least
what he now says as his political actions currently belie the change. When
asked about the ERA ir November 1977 by the ADVCCATE Bill Coors replied:
".oedt is not' my fight., “I don®t get myself dnvolved. I happen to hive
a sister in law who is vioclently pro-ERA, - I hap@en to have a wife who.is

violontlx anti~ERA, I have my verscnal fesling in the matter which I keep
to myself. My wife's argument is, L think, a very approbriste one." { empha-
sis added i Please contrast this dramatic change after the boycott has
had time to take full effect. Bill Coors statss to the Director of ERAmer«
ica and Mon for ERA that in August of 1978 “Since I have always boen an
ardent advocate of egual rights for all, it follows that 1 am personally
an_enthusiastic and vocal 1 supporter of ERA " ,3 These statemsnts and token
contributions. throughout all civil rights movements are miniscule comparad
to the activitles of the Goors famlly in one nine-month peried,

The Coors corporation is to be particularly held up as unjust beeause
of the large degree'of family control who perpetrate these deeds against
all, and because of thé astronomical scale of the Coors contributions, .
=s wall as to who thoy' go to, THE PROGRESSIVE states in August 1979 that
“while corporate chiefs from the Coors and Marriot families do bankroll
right wing causes, most corporate politieal action committﬂes have baen
supporting Democratie incumbentf or Republican Hederates,” :




it is appronriate to examine the besinnineg of disharmony at Coors
which led to the boycobtt, and its tinancial impact on the company.
TNDUSTRY WiEFK of April 2, 1979 states that "Coor'’s problens were not
considered sirn. ficant until the firm clashed over work rules, Luman
rights, and an open shop with ifts now defeated union. DBrewery, Bottiingz,
Can, and Al'ied Industrial Union Local 36, -n independant offiliats of
the AFL-CIC spckesparson states that 'Coors hal traded higher wages, to
obtain worl: rule ccncessions, bnt this time the changces amounted to re-
writing tlre whole contract.,' Among th. changes Coors adfmits -1t scughts
changing shift differential pay from betuween % to 6% of a worker's
salary t) a flat sum; taking back from workers a negotiated ripht to
vote si. months afier a shift change ar to whethur *they preferred to
work straight or r¢tatine shifts; the right to impose layofts for less
than ‘ive days without regard to seniority; and nc interdepartmental
bumping during lay>ffs for employees with lecs than 9 months on the jobh,
Add:tional1y Coors sought the right to fire nayone who refused to take a
physical exam at ris or her foremans request. Despite the obvicus fail~
‘e of the strike -Cocr's broke the $rike within a month,...The union
firmly believes tiat many of those who went back to work did so for purely
economic reasons. The aveis:: Coors brewery worker makes $20,700.00
annually--a salary 28% higher than in other industries in the region
(but.about $1,50).00 less than workers in the rest of the brewery inductry
rpet,) It is urquestionably one of the better paying jobs in the area,
and the compan; was able to cut off meF}cal insurance coverage,' adds the
union's presiaent, James Silverthorn,"+2

FORBES talks about the boycott in Qctober 1978, "When the negotlations
fell apart, ‘oors broke the strike and brought on a union boyeott. Today
Coors ranks with J. P. Stevens on union=hate-lists. And the boycott has
stirred up onemies of Coor's ‘ultraconservative politjcs® (especially
thosa of B.ll*s Brother Joseph, company president.)"u INDUSTRY WEEK
says that 8il1 Coors "..,.states emphatically that neither he {nor anyone
else in maragement) would handles the labor situation any differently if
they couid go back in time and restage the drama. We would have reacted
to the nircumstances in exactly the same way." Bill Coors states in
FCRBES that "If people want to judee us on our errors and omissions,
hellfire, let them, I for one never look back, .t°s & waste of t.‘t.me."u8
Josep: Coors is quoted in the ADVOCATE in November of 1977,"We have ssan
some Tairly serious effrcts o the Loycott in some areas. The people who
are gotting hurt the most are cur distributors, We aren't gettins hurt
mici and don*l think we will be, The boycott is effective to a certain
ex’ent, but not enourh to decirov the companv., We wmnt gay pecple to be
drinking our product. We know we get into controversinl issues, mavbe
roreso than most conpanies hut that's the way we are,"*9 Cocrs did not
nereeive at this time the serious ef“ects of the boycott that literally
threatesned the corpany, licte the change in attitude when Bill Coors
siitas 4dn FGREBS in October 1978 that "Our busipess plan in onse word
is survival,™

In 1977 the ANVOCATE came %o a decision not tc recommend the contin-
tation of the boyecolt of Coors beer, In November 1977 they state "If
you belisve in bLhe irvortance of streng unions and/or that Coors hopes to
destroy the brewery worker's union then support the boycoit for that reasou.
If vweu bilirve that refusing to buy the ovroducts of companies owred hy
rzople who sup ort rizht wing causes hurts their effori then supnort the

voycott for that reatson. Trha poovle most seriously effected by the boycocty
nnwever, wre those who distribute ard preduce the product.” The Coors
family conld live well and suppert the righl without celiirer anotiis ecan

of beer." ' We totally disaprees with this i1llorical conelusion. STAKDARD
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AND POORS CORPORATION RECOHD reflscts that in 1978 beer business accounted
for 928 of Coors op.rating income, thereforv eken if the 8% of non-besr
holdings remains healthy, there is goins *o be tremendous impact. Alzo
recall that Coors has not relinquished majority stock on the market to
profit and then further invest, but the family retains econtrol which
produces revenues on the Coors steck going into Adolph Coors Trust Fund
vith family members as beneficiarins{< No matter what Coors would 1ik:

to bluff us with, if they "never sold another can of baer" they would be
in declining and very poor financial condition,

The ADVOCATE slso arcues that many gays wrongly boycottad.Cools
because of a rumor that Coors supperted Anita Bryant and the Save Oup
Children Crusade. Examine that meny of the candidates that ths Coocrs
family contributed to pledged to help Anita Bryant in her campaign,
Hemember that Senator Jesse Helms received $1,500,00 from Coors and
previously admitted that he has Ifrequent conversations with Anita Bryant
and plodped his full support of her, Hirvey liilk is quoted in the
ADVOCATE that "the story that there was potential money sent to Miami
would hav-~ been great to solidify the buycott if it had checked out.

But it was four years ago we started the boycott, and there was no

Miami then. Coors constantly has giver meney to ri~ht wing organizations
that, in turn, give money to orpanizations that are very anti-gay,
anti-women, and anti-minority. It*s commonly called laundering money.,
kvery time you buy a bottle of Ccoirs besr, part of thet money is given to
attack gay pecple and women in onv foru or another,"53 We concur and
believe that gays should not contribute finansially to their own oppression,
Until a satisfactory reme.y Jor tlese a:rceities of Coors is made, we

move for a boycott of Coors beer, Harviy Milk put it like this: "Would
you drink a can of beer made by Hitler?’

This information was compiled Ly Houston Gay Political Caucus nembers
Steve Henley, Renee Rabb, and larbar: Cigainero with the help of:

Peter Armato, Legiszlatiwve assistant to Congressperson
Mickey Leland

Harriet Erlich, District Jirector, Equal Employment
Opportunity Coumissiorn

Frances Hicks

Sandy Ross, National Secre¢tary, Natlonal Organization
for Women

Ruth Russell, Staffperson, National office, National
Organization for Womep

and others.
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A ppendix 3

Homosexuality . . .

- How to approach the subject?
Honest, learned communication.

i Why family awareness?

One out of five Amerlcan famlhes is
affected. : '

- Is prevention possible?

Yes, condition is developed, not in-born. - -

- Are youth affected?

: Approximately 85% of America’s
estimated 20 million homosex-
uals became such by or before
age 17. i

- Is there an answer?
YES' _Through_Christ thousands have
become_ ex.pay ond (re6 to serve theiry

maker arid not their ﬂeshﬂ"—'

Eoc=g i s q,-&ae-éaﬁkmm

EDUCATION AND COUNSELING are
available through literature, cassette tapes,
seminars, speakers, private and family coun-
seling. Contact THE KING'S MINISTRIES for
assistance with your specific needs.

The "Purpose Statement 'wrltInn 51'“3 andx

e e b O

Canon David Bergesen

Fr. Char!es Elbert Farr
Mrs. Thomas (Joan) Francis
Fr. Vernon Myers
" Mrs. Patrick (Lucy) Prichard .
Mr. William Pruessing
) Jan‘ws L. Ragsdale

Original draft by Fr. William O. Swan

THE KING'S MINISTRIES expresses gra-
titude for the hours of work given by these
concerned Episcopalians and all other dedi-
cated Christians who work with and pray for
us.

Brochure du&‘émbw&%‘ Janwz.rq _H 78

’tr'n*ore and no lesg than others who live oul tgeu'f

——

THE KING'’S MINISTRIES

PURPOSE STATEMENT
The mission of the Body of Christ is to proclmn
the hope and reality of forgiveness found in the
sacrifice of Jesus Christ for all sinners rather than
to condemn them to eternal damnation. The
King's Ministries brings this message of strength
and hope to homosexuals, as well as to
and laity who would minisler to them.
Thomosexuals™ neﬁﬁm tion, and-healingt

emptlﬁ‘éss through other forms of 1nrnorailtv In-
stead-we would offer them liberation from: A life-.

style resulting in rejection and fear L by pmdﬂlm-

"Set them free irm;ﬂ.hmr “bon:

ing that Christ can set

Our purpose is to conduct a continuing program of
education to aid clergy and laity in ministering to
persons of Cay orientation who_ are seeking
release from the homosexual lifestyle. The
program enlists theological, psychological, medi-
cal, sociological and pastoral insights and skills
from both professional and lay people. This minis-
try supports the church in its abjlity to pro\nde
effective pastoral care to homosexuala, in the
assurance that there is no sin beyong the redemp- |
tive and regenerative power of Chnst .

The King’s Ministries participates in the g‘mwmg
movement to return to the historic Christian un-
derstanding of the Gospel, with its clear teaching
about sin and forgiveness. This understanding is
crucial to an authentic Christian approach to
human sexuality, and therefore, to an effective
ministry to homosexuals.

The early church did not hesitate to 1dent1fy the
T

practice of ﬁ‘mosexuahty ag sin, and Lo affirm the

redemption available tin Christ. As St. Paul wrote:

“Do you not know that the unrighteous will not in-
herit the kingdom of God? Do not be deceived;
neither the immoral, nor idolaters, nor homosex-
uals, nor thieves, nor the greedy, nor drunkards,
nor revilers, nor robbers will inherit the kingdom
of God. And such WERE some of you. But you were
washed, you were sanctified, you were justified ir
the name of the Lord Jesus Christ and in the
Spirit of our God.”

(I Corinthians 6:9-11 RSV)

ACCEPT THE PERSON. .o
NOT THE LIFIE'—STYLE.

.
e I g, Rl =
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(1 Cools
On The Record

June 9, 1976

Miss Patricia Paul
1350 West F Street
Oszkdate, California 95361 e

Dear Miss Paul: =

If the article which you wrote about stated
that our company is contributing funds to
the John Birch Society and to the Committes
for the Survival of a Free Congress, it was
completely wrong. The CSFC s actually a
political committee and it is illegal for
corporate funds to be sant 10 it. Our com-
Pany has never contributed to the John
Birch Society, and of course that also is a
misstatement. R

On the other hand, | personally have sup-
plied funds to both of these organizations,
and | am proud to be able to do so because
they are promoting many fine solid principles
which | heartily support. One of these is
opposition to ERA. = ‘-_'_: 5 :__ a2
Actually, 1 have looked very tharoughly
into the Equal Rights Amendment and
have studied what effect it might have on
our Country and its women population, for
whom 1 have the greatest amount of respect
_and sympathy. | firmly believe that women
should have equal rights with men, and I
believe that in most cases this is already the
situation that exists under present laws. |
was in Washington recently and discussed
this subject with Congresswoman Marjorie
Holt of Maryland, and she agrees that where
there are still deficiencies, they should be
corrected by specific laws rather than a
sweeping constitutional amendment such as
ERA.: S ] !

There is a great deal of misinformation
being passed around in regard to women's
rights and the good which ERA can do to
correct these. | am enclosing for your infor-
mation one interesting report on such 1
inaccuracies. | believe, however, that my !
major concern, and this is shared by many |
women to whom | have talked, is that ERA |
could very easily destroy the basic home
unit which is so essential for the preserva-
tion of our fine civilization.

Sincerely,

Joseph Coors

Executive Vice President

Adolph Coors Company
\ Golden, Colorado 80401

-
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