Merch, 1947

GOVERNMENT ATD TO CBURCH SCHOOLS -~ SUFHEME COURT DECISTION KEVIEWED

The five-io-four declsion of the Supreme Court of the United States, handed down
on February 10, 1947, hes produced tremendous repercuseione throughout the Nation. The
pajority opinion as reed by Mr. Justice Bugo Blaok presented an elqquent and convincing
account of the background which explained the American sspousal of the doctrine of eepa-~
ration of church and state, the repudiation of religlous establishment from which the
soloniate fled Furope, from which they hed a taste of the same suffering on these shores,
;ausing the adoption of the First Amendment forbidding any further impoeition of the
pvils of en offioclel, state-supported church. After such a deliverance, when he an-
hounced that hie group would uphold the New Jeraey statute, which provides tax money
rayment to Catholice for the transportation of their children to parochisl schools, the
orde sounded almoet inorediable. The vigoroue dissent voiced immedlately by Juetices
Fackeon, Rutledge, Frankfurter ard Burton showed how ceruvmin (uiuws involved were neg-
,ected or failed of true conetruction. .

The relative merits of the majority opinion end the dissenting opinions &are so sus-
;eptible to evaluation, the Joint Conference Committee on Public Relatione for the Bap-
tlate of the United States detdrmined immediately to publish the opinions themeelves,
jogether with a legnl analysis of them, along with 1ts estimate and certain representa-
‘ive presa opinions, to be embodied in & booklet so that the reading public might pese
ta Judgment in the case.

An alert preas was not slow %o speek up, @s shown in this}iseue of Report From The
lapital, We consider thie another encroaching etep toward changing the Constitution in
. manner to glve the Catholic Church e privileged position, hencs a long step toward al-
ering the culture of the country. It could wreck the whole cherished public school
ystem, for 1f one religlous group can recelve government aild in support of their inati~
utione, then all should. What would be the effect of allowing two hundred and fifty-
1ght religioue denominatione to get support for thelr church schoole? How different 1s
he plea of public welfare as & reason than public welfare served by religion? Isn't
ayrent of prieste and church upkeep as logloalt

Baptists do not propose tg slt complacently by, but will raise an outery in the
ope that the country may becoms aroused to this threat. Already nineteen states in
hich Catholice are strong have pessed some kind of enactment providing tex aid to
hurch inetitutions. If denied & rehearing befors the Suprems Court in the New Jersey
ase, Baptists will appeal to Congress not to enact pending educational bills into law
hich would extend Government aid to Church schoola; they will appear in other cases
hich will come to the Supreme Court; and they will continue publicly and extensively
o make their argament against this portentious denger to religiocua liberty.
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CATEOLICS AS T

Our Sunday Visitor, National Ostholioc Weekly: “Bigotry did ita best to defea
cause of private achools before the Supreme Court. The Amsricen Civil Liberty Unic
preparsd an Amicus Curias drief against it; e0 444 the Southern Baptiats; eo 'did the
Junior Order of United Amerioan Mechanics; sc did the Seventh Day Adventists; so 4
another yowsrful crganization which later withdrew ite brief. And nov bigotry will
only begin to rant.”

The ebove charecteristic remark of Our Sunday Vieitor containe three dietinot e
rore in one esentence., First error: it seys the Southern Baptiete prepared a brief, -
whereas the Hon. E. Hilton Jackson, Chefrman of the Joint Conference Committee repre-
panting the Baptists of the United States, North and South, white and colored, prepa
the brief, which wes not for Southern Beptists alone but for the Baptiets of America,
Second error: it says "snother powerful organization which later withdrew its brief"
entersd the cese, whereas the Clerk of the Supreme Court tells ue no eingle btrief vea'
withdrawn, and furthermore we know that eeveral other groups did desire tq gubmt bried
agaigst it along with Baptiets but were not in time to qualify. Third error: it eays
"Blgotry will not only begin to rant,” whereea the reaction of the Nation's prese as
fleoted in this iesue of Report From the Capital indicates who is talking, and the
Catholic editor could hardly etigmatize the secular prees as guilty of bigotry toward
the Catholioa.

We weloome such & Catholic expression as this one, from Our Sunday Vieitor, beosus
1% will in future contests with the Catholic encroachments on the Americean Constitutiod
everyvhers afford ‘e true indication of who 18 guiliy of bigotry in thise country.

* * *

BAFTISTS DISCUSS COURT DECISION

The Joint Conference Committee of the Baptiste of the United States, Yy reason of
ite baoking the appellant in the New Jersey csee in which the Suprems Court rendered
opiniona susteining eid to Catholic parente in transporting their children to parochi
sohoola, finde 1taelf under heavy pressurs to meet invitations for public discuesion
toth in the prees snd on the platform., The Eonorable E, Hilton Jackson, Chairman of
Commi ttee who prepared the Baptist brief as Amious Curise, has consented to addrese th
snmual convention of Congregational Churches of Massachusettes in Boeton; a mass mesting
of Baptiste in Sen An*onio, Texas; The Baptist Seminary, Ft. Worth, Texas; and the Fir
Baptist Churoh Brotherhood in El Doredo, Arkeneae, Dr. J, M. Dawson, Executive Secre+
tary of the Committee, will speek tc a meeting of Baptist pastors and others in At
Georgla, Monday, Maroh 17. He hes recently addressed audiences at Miesiseippi College
at Clinton, the University of North Caeroline at Chapel H1ll, Ii. C., and Meredith Colle
at Raleigh, N. C. on the subject. Resolutions deploring the Court's decision have bem
prepared for both the Bouthern Baptist Convgntion meeting in St. Louie the first week 1
May and the Northern Baptist Convention to Oe held in Atlentic City the week following

NOTABLE COMMENT ON CQURT DECISICN

To give some understanding of the country's reaction to the decision of the United]
Btates Suprems Court upholding the New Jermey law which provides payment of publio tax
money to Cmtholie parents for transporting their children to parochial achoole, we BIe
printing a few out of the many edverse expresaions.




-’-

The Weshingtop Pogt: "Only & narrow gap divides the five Bupreme Court justices
ho upheld the use of ublio funde for transportation of students to olurch sohools from
o four who took the opposite view, But that narrow gap runs to imense depth. For
he principle at iesue is one of the most fundemsntal in the Ameriocan concept of govern~
t = the separation of ochurch and state....Sohool children's bus fare is one of many
tenmd in our national bill of eduocation., If ocitirzens can be taxed to pay this expense,
hey can be taxed to pay the salaries of churoh school teachers and the coet of builad-
nge for religious educational purposes. When and 1f this happens, the dominant group
n any community will bes in a poeition to dip into the public purse to propagate ite own
aith and the separation of church and State, as we have kmown it in the paut, will be
thing but. a myth. The majority opinion oarries strong suggsstions that the oourt would
t @ that far. But the court has destroyed the only dbasie on which & rational distvinc-
ion can be made. 1Its resort to expediency in this instance will deprive 1% of an
ochor to tie o when the larger iesues are raised. Justice Black's argament favoring

oung woman who tried to excupge her trensegression of the moral law by saying that her
llegitimate child wae only & emall one. It is the principle that ia vitel, as Justice
utledge made clear in hie powerful diseent, and not the amount of the assistance glven.
o8 are wholly public. The religious function is wholly private. The two cannot be
termingled, in our opinion, without grave damage to both., We ahould think that every
ligious group interssted in maintaining freedom in ite relationship to the Diety would
ergtend and appreciate this fact. For, as Justice Jackson wrote in his sseparate die-
nt: "If the State may aid these religious schools, it may therefore regulate them,®
thie aense, the court appears to have struck a blow at religious freedom as well as
o ssparation of church and etate, for the two are inextricably woven togsther.”

Scottish Rite News Bulletin, Weshington, D, C., pp. 1: “After reciting the law,
et and our tredition for 160 years, which the Roman Catholic Church (a foreign tempor-

power) has tried im every way to strike down, bit by bit, one 18 emazed at the reason-
ng of the Court in ite findings....It will certainly occur to but few studenta of the
iret Amendment that the Supreme Court hes, in the New Jersey Cage, kept 'the wall be-
ween church and state high and dmpregneble’ vhen it succumbed to an alleged welfars
atute of that state to etrike down that wall or at least to breach it,...In holding
at 1t ‘must not strike that etatute down' beceuse it is 'a public welfare legislation'’
e Suprems Court d1d etrike down the Firet Amendment, the greatest pudlic welfare or-
¢ law ever evolved by man in his age-long fight for freedom and peace. The Court

t only superimposed & state statute of alleged welfare benefits above the Firet Amend -

nt dut in doing 8o veered far afield from its own sound definition of that Amendment,
Bhich i1t gave at length....When the Court hears from the country in no uncertsin terms
may be cogent enough in 1te procéeses to grant a rehearing.”

Time, New York: “The Court, operating more es & debating society then ae the Gov-
nt'e judicial mind, could produce nothing better than a 5-to-l decision which set-
ed little and solved nothing. It di1d ehow - and theredby took aback thoee who fondly
gined that the question had been answered long ago = that the relations of church and
ate were still, or agein, an issue.,..The 1ssue was not eettled. In the past, the
urte of s8ix atates had thrown out, &8 unconetitutionel, laws similar to New Jersey'se
rmitting transportation at public expense for parochiasl-school pupile. There wae talk
drafting a constitutional smendmsnt to bar the practice. The 1peus would be befors

e peopls for a long time to come.”

The News apd Observer, Balejigh, N. C.t "Last week in a five to four decision the
preme Court of the United States struck the worst blow against the Americen complete

paration of church and state of a century....For eoms yeare Catholic priests end
ors have been Beeking to compel the State to transport children to church schoole in
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t end operated by pudblic taxstion for the sole purpose of transporting ohi
gggeiobzgshtax-supggrted pu%lic schoole, and aseveral States have pasaed acts permittig
such transportetion. The uwee of public money for church eéchools is contrary to the
principles and policies which are the cormersione of our republic, If Fhe money appro
priated for public education can be employed to transaport children to the Catholic
schoole in New Jersey, or to Lutheran echools in Illinois, or Methodiet echools in Mio
igan, public echool money can be diverted not only to tramsport qhildren attending all =
church eschools, but it can be employed to pay teachers in church Bchools, ereot tuilds
ings for church echools and go along toward undermining the whole public aohool syatem
in the interest of the first steps of & return to the union of ohurch and state....Ths
parrow margin in the Supreme Court's reactionary decision givee rise to the hope of :
future overturning this dengeroue departure from the. rock-bed of hostility to enything
thet tende to overturn the Jeffersonian doctrine that has made this & country of reli-
glous freedom or any suggestion of church direction of public affairs.

Washington Evening Star: “The diversity and vigor of the court opinicns evoked
during the course of the litigation are indicative of the explosiveneee of the iseuese
involved, The New Jersey Suprsme Court by & two-to-cne vote ruled that the statute end
resolution permdtting payment of Catholic mchool students' fares are invalid. The Court
of Errors and Appeals, by a pix~to-three vote reversed that decieion. And now the
Supreme Court, by & five-to-four division, has upheld the New Jersey law and the town-
ship action under i1t....The dissentere pointed out that Catholic echcole are bound to
bensfic by tremeportation aid, no less than they would by eny other form of State sub-
8idy; that Catholic schoole are 'the rock on which the whole (church) etructure reste’
and that tax ald to a Cathelic church echool 18 'indistingnishadble' from rendering the
game aid to the church itself. Ae for police and fire protection, Justice Jackson em-
phasized that these services sre rendered not only to Catholic achkools but to private
schools of all description, w.ether operated for profit or not." At some length The
Star insleted thie wae no emall issue, &nd took 1te stand with the four dissenting
Justices.”

The Nation: "Not in & long time hee the Supremes Court come up with & ruling as
vulnerable as ite recent decision that public moneye may be used to provide free tus
aervice for parochial school....Ths ressoning of Justice Black appeara 1o be shooldngly
looe®m. .. .Nervously, haltingly, but surely, the Court majority hae breached the wall of
separation 8o carefully built up by Jefferson and Medieon. We will hear more of this
zatter as other communities teke their lead from the Ewing Township casa. We cen only
kore then, thet the Court will reverse it8elf, as 1t hae on other occeaione when its
-decisions have cleerly misfired.”

St. loule Post - Dispatch: "If it were & unique and isclated instance, the Supreme
Court decision in the New'Jersey psrochial school case mlght attract little attention.
But this decieion will not rest in some remote judicisel plane. It lends abrupt aupport
to an increeslng and subtle encroachment on separation of church and stete....The firet
real eesault on the principle of ssparation o?‘ church and state came only after World
War I.,...In the 30's parochial schools caught in the depression looked for public as=-
sistence. The chasm betwsen church end state began to nerrow..,.Amld the legsl confuei
1t 18 clear that many citizens ars now texed, bowever indirectly, to support reld glous
teaching in which they have no conviction,...But the astonlahing thing is that after ao

many years of study end Jealously-guarded indepemndence, religion 18 now conaidered eo
feeble as to need government help,"”

Chicaro Deily Tribune: "We belleve, with the minority of the Court, that the line
between church and staete should be etrictly drawn end thet thie strictnesa will, in the
long run, redound to the benefit of religious orgenizations, and the preservation of
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1ligious freedom...,The teaohing of religlon should be encouraged in every way 8o long
it ie carried cut by the citizen himself in his boms or through his churoh, It is
bt a matter with vhich any public body can safely concern itself, however indirectly.”

The Chyietian Science Monitor: "Separaetion of churck and etate is & dulwark of

p11 gious liberty. To remove & stone from that bulwark 18 %o weaken fhe fortress of
ligious liberty. In our opinion the Supreme Court, by 1te decision permitting the

pe 0f public funda to pay for trapneportetion to seoterian schools, has torn down a

10le Bection of that bulwark....The Court has opened a very wide door. Where will we
aw the 1line? It mlight bDe well for the friende of religious liberty to oarry & new

se to the Court to permit 1t to cell a quick halt to this breaking down of the separa-
on of church and state - or even to reverese itself.”

Alabara Baptist: "This decision of the Supreme Court is the moat serious thing

et has happened within forty years of our active life. It is the opening wedge where-
y larger public funds will be asked for the support of Catholic institutions. The next
p will be to get through Congresa & bill to pay the teachers of Catholic sochools out

public funde. The deoision tends toward & union of obhurch and state for whioh the
atholic church has stcod sinoe the church and etate were united by Constantine, the
pman euperar, in 325 A, D, The deciaion tends to cilroumvent the Bill of Rights which
pparates church and state and guerantees religlous freedom for all., And 1t will do
re to widen the rift between Protestants and Catholice in America than anything elae
B ever done. More than that 1t is so loaded 1t will enter Amsrican politics, a thing
hdch ought not to be done in this country."

Religioua News Service, Kew York, Washington dispatch: “The Supreme Court decision
p the New Jersey aschool bus case hit Protestantism generally end the Baptists in parti-

tlar with the force of a judicial atomic bomb, As e result, it can safely be predicted
et Monday, February 10, 1947, will be remembered in church history. For, as Arthur
ock, the New York Timee columnist pointed out, the Supreme Court on that day did not
nd & controversy by ite decision, btut really gave birth to a continuing conflict, Prot-
ytant spokesmen here ~ other than the Baptiste = generally restricted thelr statemsnts

> private expressicns of opinion, but all of them agreed that the last hes not yet bsen
pard of the use of public funds for private schoole. And that wesn't all. Protestant
okesmen here said freely, that the decision would stiffen thelr oppoeition to any fed-
al ald-to-education measure, even the watered-down Taft bill that would allow the

atesa to use the funds as state laws provide. The Protestants here have determined to
ght every plece of legislation evep remotely relating to cooperation between church

d state more vigorously, dut it remains to be seen whether their constituents through-
t the nation fesl the dsoision ae keenly ae the men in the capital.”

The Cslifornia Southern Baptist: “Baptista should never stack arms until men with
¢h a warped sense of justice are shorn of their authority., All this coupled with the
ct that President Truman still keeps hie personal ambassador to the Vatican, Mr. Myron

Taylor, on the Job makee our patriotism stagger.”

The Watchman-Exsminer, New York: “The decision of the Suprems Court that public

phool funds raised by taxation may be used to pay for transportation of children to

bman Catholic parochial schools 1s the stiffest blow at the great American principle
separation of church and state since the Bill of Rights became léw....The Suprsme

purt, however, has often shown sufficient ingenulty 1n the use of lawyers! language and

pe shuffling of ite precedents - when ite decisions have met with public disfevor - to

brrect 1ts own miptakes. If sufficient numbers of Americans now tell the Supreme

burt and their representatives in Congress what they think of thie deatructive decision,

way may be found to change it,"
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Christian Indax, Atlenta, Georgla: “One doed not have to be & lawyer, mch
less Enguprome Court Justice, to know thet if public tax money can be used to take
children to private, religlous, schools, public tax money oan also be ussd to eupport
religious sohoole, hospitals and orphanages. There 18 no difference in principle and
we may rest assured that the Romen hierarchy will press its viotory to its logival 1imiy
ve..This decision will do more to fan the flame of religlous strife in this country ti
Eu Klux Klans and Columbians could ever do. Intense and bitter controveray is bound to
result if this decieion ie not reviewed and reversed. It 1e a body blow against the
prinoiples of eeparation of churoh and state and, i1f allowed to rdmein, 18 destined to
destroy completely our Conetitutional protection ageinst the union of church and state,
The decieion forces svery taxpayer to contribute to private rellgloue achoole, Unleas
the decision 18 changed, or a new Constitutional emendment adopted, scon millions of
our tex money will be pouring from our public treeeunies into Cetholic institutione.”

n;spgn G. Promley Oxmam, former President Federal Council of Churchee: "If parenta
have thé natural right to determine the education of their children, a privilege thie

Nation gladly givea, it follows that parente who refuss the benefite of theee eplendid
public school sducationel opporiunities....should pay for euch private education as they
insiet upon, Otherwise, the Communist father and mother who may demand a Marxian educa-
tion for their ohildren may alec call for private schoole and logleally ask for pudlioc
support. Public funde should be used for public education.”

The Stenjerd, Chicago (Swedish}: "Taken by itself this measure mey appear to be
quite ineignificant, and many will look upon the act of the Supreme Court as a Jjuet end
humaniterien one., Why should not the state have a right to spread 1ts benewvolent wing
over pupile in Catholic schools as freely ee over boye and girle in pudblic schoole?
These argnmenta - the ‘'child benefit theory' and the extemsion of the police powers of
the state -~ were alao used by the majJority in preeenting its decision. But seen as a
part of a definite program of advance by the Romen Catholic church of today this measure
gains considerably in lmportance. It is another atep closer to the fulfillment of the
dream of & Roman state church in this country and farther away from the treassured demoe
oratio principle of eeparstion of church and state."

Dr, Louje D, Newtop, Freeident, Southern Beptiet Convention: "I see in the deoisis
a derk ehadow, now no longer, 1t may appeer, then a men's hand, but portending e great
and terrible cloud that may be drifting out over every hamlet and dale from Plymouth Ro
to the Golden Gate to darken the torch of religious liberty,"

Ihe Baptist Review, Dallas: "National aid to parochisl echools will be one of the
great 1aeues before tue Congrees in Weshington. The Nationel Catholic Welfare Conferend
~ with other Roman Catholic bodles will bring tremendous pressure on the eenators end rep
sentatives to support such measures....It (the Romen Catholic Church) intends eliminatin
the rublic schoole and every other inatitution which tende to create & non-sectarian
unity within the nation....We are now passing through e perdod where the whole conospt
of damooracy 18 baing challenged.,..,A bill has been introduced in the Bouse of Represens
tatives by R. J. Welch of California to epprophate $150,000,000 this year (and more
thereafter) for 'elemsntary and secondary parochial and public acheols,' Catholio spoke
men for thie blll Jjustify it because 'it recognizes that parochial echoola are sermd -
yublic beceéuse they perve the public good.' Let that spscious argument soek in! To
Juatify the appropriation of public monies to secterien institutions on the ground thet
they 'serve the rublic @od' would open the treasury of the United Stetes to every de-
nominetionel school end hoepital in the country. The whole objective of suoh bille is,
as the Christien Century well saye, to 'abolish non-sectarisn schools; let the etate sup*
port the schoole; let the church (the Romen Catholic) run them! Senator Adken hae
introduced a bilil, 8. 199, whioh would, 1f peesed, enable parochial schoole out of tax
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wney to pay teachers, build houses, trensport and equip pupils - in short, in the worde
»f Dr. J. M. Dawson, 'provide what Protestante have long fsered would be done under the
jatholic appeal,’ It 18 the solemn duty of every oitizen to keep informed of this unre-
ienbing, sinieter, and wholly un-Ameriocan fight of the Fomen Catholic Chmroh to feed at
the trough of pudblioc momies for the support of their institutions.”

Religious Hereld, Richmond, Virginia: "The Roman Catholic Church hae won a 8ignal
victory by this declaion, The Supreme Court unconsclously gave 'the olock's hende &
backward turn,' It 1s unfortunate that Protestents by complacency and compromise encour-
age thies movement towards state religion. A statement of protest by the Baptiet Publioc
Relatione Commission in Weshington issued against the Suprems Court decision ie made
leas effsotive by those who support the program to teach the Bibdle and religion in the
rublic schools.”

Western Recorder, Louleville: '"Catholic educetion 1s the rock on which the whole
structure rests, and to render tax aid to its church school 18 indistinguishebls to me
from rendering the eame aid to the church 1tself. The State cennot maintain & church
and 1t can no more tax 1ts citizens to furnieh carriage to thoss who attend & church,
The writer cennot be accused of having a persecution complex. He would have\been equal-
1y oprosed to the dscislon had the point in question involved transportetion of Baptiet
children. It ia not, therefore, a matter of 1ts relatlon to a particular religious
group. Neither can any accuse us of being disloyal to elther the whole or any branch of
our Government. ILoyalty to Govermment is & part of Beptist nature. Nevertheless, this
i1p the long dreeded atep toward the union of church and State - the support of religioue
grours from public funds. The decision in the writer's Judgrent will bring an unpre-
cedented ocutery. It will plent e fear in the hearts of the American publie, lest the
rellglous libverties purchased at so dear a price, shall under pressure be sacrificed,

e as Baptists say calmly and without rancor that the decisicon 1s the mosat unfortunate
¢t on the part of any branch of our Government within the meiory of eny now living."

The Churchman (Rpiscopel) New York: "When the Supreme Court handed down ite deci-
sion in the New Jersey school bue cese 1t hit Frotestantism a wallop which mey at last
awaken 1t, Beptists, long champione of separation of church end state, spoke up lmmedi-
ately. Thelr Joint Conference Committee on Public Relations 1ssued a blast againet the
decision that was heard 'round the nation....'The time ia ripe, and rotten ripe!, to use
n line from James Ruseell Lowell, for Froveatents to go to work agaimst the pelitlcal
activities of the Roman Catholic hiererchy - as we have been gently inesisting in thie
Journal for several yeare. Because of thelr lethergy, due to thelr fesr of being called
"vignts' and 'intolerant', Protestapnts got what they deserve in the Suprems Court bus
bill decision.”

The Christien Century (Non-denominatiomel) Chicago: "Protestants can no longer be
complacent in the face of such encroachments by the Roman Church. They should now aee
that the 1ssue raised by the aggressive policy of this church involves mich more then
the determination of a legel point, It involves the ultimate character of Americen cul-
ture and the destiny of Protestantism in this country. A culture dominated by the Roman

Church will be a aifferent culture from one in which ‘Protestantism is the ascendant faith.

This incontestable fact should awsken &ll non-Roman cltizene o' the nation - regardless
of their religlous falth or lack of it - to see (1) that no further advances are rade
toward the goal of a privileged relation of this church with the government; (2) to unda
by congressional action the effect of the two Supreme Court decisions which, as Justice
Rutledge strongly esys, mark the beginning steps toward thet goal; and (3) to haaten the
fullfillment of President Truman'e promise to discontinue the Americar ombassy at the
atican. The membership of the Protestant churches must be aroused tc an intelligent
understanding of the i1esue which the Suprems Court's decision has not clarified. No
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t can be eilent on thia imsue., The Protestent religiocus preas can be counted
’f‘;lgi it part, But the 1ssue miet be carried down to the grase roote of the churxe
namely its voting members. As citizeys, they have no more imperative duty than to
cise sharp vigilenoe in keeping open the forum of religlous liberty. Reither the
al gvernment nor the etates miet be allowed through dlindnese or pressure or senti
alism to destroy this open forum,"

'

apd Way, Kensas City, Missouri: “The High Courts deolelon should be considess
ed with great mericueness eince this 18 the firat time, 1t would @eem, that the exact §
aues have been before that body. - It sete e precedent for iteelf, and worse still, for
the lower courts, whers precedents carry greet welght and aere herd to bresk. There ar,
however, several precedents in lower courts where thia issue has been tried and where
Religious Liberty won., Hon-Catholic groups, i1f at all observant, cannot fall to asee
the lines are being drawn and that the traditional pérpetrators of religlous perseoutiq
are on the battle march in the courts, in legisletive halla, through the myriad chenne
of sduc®ion, through political reneuvering, end through pulpit and press. The nicetie
of afologetiocs are forgotten ae in South America, the United Statee, and eleewhere the
becoke openly hostile to all non-Catholics and elarmingly defient to democracy. Any mem
that will call this timely werning of Baptiets juet e€o much ‘rabble rousing' 18, 1ike
ostrich, turying his head in the serd,"

* »* *
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BOOK ON SUPREME COURT DECISION READY

The elghty-page dook containing opinions of majority
and diesenting Justicea in the Suprems Court decision in
the New Jersey bus case, together with legrl enalyels of
sams, along with sditorial expressione of leading news-
rarerse, &nd put out by the -{oint Conference Committee on
Fublic Relations for the Baptiste of the United Statea, le
off the press. The edition of one thousand coples 18 the
gl £t of the Beptist Sunday School Board, Nashville,
Tennesses, Dr. T. L. BEolcomb, ijacuti*.ve Secretary. While
zore than two-thirde of the edition hae already been ex-

-hausted, thie office will be glad % send one copy o each
applicant es long &8 the supply lasta, This publication

18 likely to be of hietoric interest.
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