REPORT FROM THE CAPITAL

July - August 1950

THE UNITED NATIONS TESTED

Requests reaching thie office for articlee oo the United Nations may be interpreted =

¢ 8igns of new and wideepread interest in the world peace organization. It bappene that

he Executive Director of the Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affaire bad the privilege

sf repregenting the Baptiste of the Unlted Stetes in Sen Francisco in the formation of the

M, and this office has since coopereted fully. The awakened interest in UK, of couree,

is occasioned by the action in Korea, where commendably the United States haes come to the

relief of UN in reslsting eggression. Our country took the leed in organizing UN as the

successor t0 the League of Natione, and should be expected to uphold it in every consist~

:ot vay within our power.

In thie connection warning is given concerning the Soviet sponsored pignature cam-
paign instituted lnet Msrch by the Stockholm Copngrees of the Partisena of Peace. Seizing
tpou the universal desire for peace and for ‘nterpatiomal control of atomic bomba, ip this
carpaign without eny 1dentifying marke ae to sponaors and without any evidence as to whom
the eppeal 18 directed, the Communiets have cleverly contrived a piece of propaganda which
‘6 being signed by millions of imbocent people throughout the world, meny of whom are ut-
terly deceived as to real purposes underlying the campeigp. The campaign completely ig-
sores the diligent efforte of the U. S. end other free patione to secure international
tontrol of the atomic bomb through the UN and otherwise promote & permopent world peace,
shich have been pereistently thwarted by the Soviets and their setellite pations.

*. » *

SHALL WE USE ATOMIC BOMBS?

Agked by the Associsted Preas for & personal opinion on whether the United Stetes
should drop stomic bomba on the North Koreen invedere of South Kores, pr. J. M, Dawson
repiied:

orean fight under covenants with
The whole world, with the excep-
to place the atomic bomb

banning 1te uee in war
peeoupt

"1 do not. The United States properly entered the K
the United Natione to act in restrsint of en aggressor.
tion of the Soviets, has been working through the United Rations
inder an efficieat eystem of intermational control, with a view to
forever, T regret that the United States ever dropped the atomic bomba on Japan,
I agree with eminent military ecthorities in believipg it was nol peceseary. since Japan
“28 alreedy op the verge of collapee. Because, too, I fear the United States hes suffer-
much in moral leadership on account of what we d1d in that dreedful act. To repeat now
“0uld etir the utmest poseible resction ageinst “imperielism” a6 falgely charged by our
tremies. The only conceivaple use of atomic bombs by ue would be sfter any enemy hae com=
menced the use of them, and by us thep for survivel only.
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BAPTIST WORLD ALLIARCE COMMISSION ON RELIGIOUS LIBERTY
i

Amopg several Commissions appointed by the Baptist World Alliance which spent R

ip study in Cleveland prior to the Congrese was that oo Religious Liberty. Dr. Btcnj”l
Stuber, Chairwan, submitted the following agepda: g

1. 1In what nstions is the situation regarding the violetion of religioue liberty
really critical?

2. What are the implications involved in such religioue pereecution? {In regard
to democracy, Christianity end the Church.}

3. BHow should we restate ocur own position on religious freedam? {State position
regerding absolute separation of Church and State.)

4. What relationship doee our Baptist poeition on freedom have to other faiths
(ipcluding Rowman Catholic and Jews)?

/
The results of thie study may eventually become available to those desiring mipmi
graphed coples. The findings will be presented to the Congress ion abbreviated form.

The following wembers composed the Commiesion:; Stanley I, Stuber, Guﬁﬁar Weatin,
J. M, Dawson, J. T. Dunning, M. E, Dodd, M., E, Aubrey, Loule D. Newton,/tuther Weeley
Smith, J., V. Jemieon, G, L, Prince, J, C., Hazen, M, Leuschner, W, Turnwall, B. Kimura,
A, Olmedo, E, Schroeder, E. M. Poteat, W. P. Binns, George Fraser and Bredahl Petersen.

ROMAN CATHOLICS CONTINUE TC ASK FOR DIRECT TAX AID

Apson Phelps Stokes, in his notable book, Church and State In The United States, re-
viewed elsewhere by the'Executive Director of this Committee, seys:

"Cardinal Spellman's statement to_Mrs. Roosevelt last summer that Romen
Catholice were askipg fringe aids onlz/ was of epoch-mak.ng importance ae far
ae church-state relatione io the United States are concerned. It was the first
time thet the hierarchy, represented by one of its most proetinent members, a
Cardinal of the Church of Rome, recognized publicly that direct aid for the
support of parochial echools was, under existing constitutions, lawe and Su-
preme Court decisions, unconstitutional. Up to this time the Church had through
many actions and through statements in suthoritative utterances and in books
with the imprimstur of competent Church authority, stated frankly ite conviction
that parochial schools, being practically free schools, should share with public
schools in the distribution of Federal funde for direct aid to education."

Stokes' comment would be reessuring, 1f true. Two plain facts, however, completely
contradict the comment.

1. A booklet of the Netional Catholic Welfare Conference published simultaneously
with Cardinal Spellman's declaration, makes the Cardinal's meaning clear. In 1t Fether
William E. McManus, Assistant Director of Education, stated Catholics protest the Governs
ment's ban oo tax money for parochial schools, "nbt se Catholice, pot as taxpayers, but
as citizens intereated in 8 fair and equitable distribution of public funde.  He con=
fessed doubt, however, as to whether the me jority of the American people “will for somé
time allow their Government to grant full support to parochial schoole”, but expressed
c9nfidence that “en ever increasing number of our fellow Americans will give a aympathes
tic hearing to our request for fringe benefits, like bus rides and text books." This
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jlaioly means tbat Cardinal Epellman's "fringe" aids are looked upon by Raman Catholics
o serely preliminary to full aid which may be secured later,

2. The present persistent pressure upon Congrese for full public aid to their other
jpstitutiops emphssizes their contipued firm adherence to the doctrine of utmost direct
mblic 8id to church institutions. As this is written the Church ie preesing Congrese
for the Tollowing direct grents:

a. To church medicel colleges, 40 per cent for operating costs and 50
per cent for pew construction apnd equipment,

b. Full costs of maintaining children committed to Roman Catholic or=-
phapages and agenclea, apd a mandstory act of Congress campellipng the
Government to utilize church equipment and persopnel for thue caring
for church ¢hildren.

¢. Largest poesible grante to eectarian hospitale., Concerning thie
aid Sister Mary Gerald, treasurer general of the Sigteras of the Holy
Cross, Notre Deme, Indiana, urged before the last enbnual convention of
the Catholic Hospital Aseociation of the United Statee and Canads that
their hospitals use Federa]l aid "without being epologetic",

Bas the Romap Catholic Church withip memory of Americans ever been "apologetic" e-
dout asking for tax funde for their ipstitutions -« pchools or any othere? It would ae-
tound the American public to learp the extept of exemption fram payment of income tax ac-
corded Romapiste on the score that they belong to "religious orders". Are Protestant
preachers, teachers, purees, admipistratore of cburch foundations, etc., exempt from pay-
sent of ipcome tax? They are pot. But are they less sacrificial toward the upkeep of
their churches == the basis on which all Romenists who belong to “religlous orders” are
excused? But No Protestant ie aeking for exemption because of religloue service.

* * *

ROMAN CATHOLIZS DEMAND EQUAL APPROFRIATIONS FCR THEIR SCHOOLS

When we read dispatches from Belgium, which recite the fact that the Socisl Christian
(Catholic) governmept there bas agreed to the resumption of subsidies to Catholic inmetitu-
tlone, as ls dope by govermments in practically all Romaniet couctries, we canmot feel re-
sesured by Cerdipal Spellman's declaration that the Roman Catholic Church in the Ubpited
States does not ask for dlrect aid for tax funds for their parocnial schools e~ only
“fringe or suxiliary eids". Some hailed the sort of aid pamed by the Cardinal ss a "hie-
toric resd justmept to the American eystem”, 8 repudistion of the Church’s hitherte papal

nd hiersrchical demand for equel aid.

But copsider the whole front of Roman Catholic inetitutiope sod agencles which are
detanding direct -~ snd ptupendous =~ side frem tax funds, such as hospitals, medical col-

leges, orphenages, and child velfare orgaulzations.

Coneider rlso this recent dispatch released by the Religious News Service, July 3,

i950;

CINCINNATI, OBIO - Resolutions demapnding equal rights for Romab Catholic
children under eny plen of federal sid for education, and appealing to Presi-
dent Truman to pame a successor to Myron Taylor ae hie personsl representative
to the Vatican, were adopted by the Knighte of St. John which held its inter=-
national apnual copveptiop here. An estimeted 9,000 pereops participated ?n a
“full dress" parede that highlighted the convention 6 attended by 3,200 official
delegates.
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A CATHOLIC DISSENTS FROM THE HIERARCHY

That some Roman Catholic laymen understand the real purpose of the Hierarchy g g
by ap occasional letter to the press. The following ie an extract from such & lettsr:

Sir: I would like to offer some comment relative to your correspoudent's
article captioned: 'Denies Catholics Hostile to Public School.’ el a practie.
cal Catholic, I find that our requests for the ‘auxiliary eervicee' as they are
sometimes called, vhich are furnished the public school children, are desired
by our hierarchy for their parochial schoole ip order to eatablisb the principle
of public tax aid for our schools, snd their desire is for full tax support to
our schools on & par with the public achaols.

"The parochiesl schools are not public schools, not by the widest stretch
of the imegination. They are private schocle and should be self-supporting.
The church should also furnish buses for their echool chlldren and pmot try to
horp in op federal money for such type of service. The vact that e large ma.
jority of Catholics refuse to eend their childreo to the public schoole ie a
belligerent gesture and we by this attitude should eutomaticelly became ine
eligible for public eid in eny form. Reverend Psul L. Blekely, 5.J., of the
Catholic review America stated scmetime ago that it was the duty of every
Catholic parent to refuee to pay texes for thelr eupport and it was also the
duly of every Catholic father to keep his children out of them., The mere fact

that we pay & double tax is our own fault snd {t does pot entitle us to speclal”
privileges, /

"The 'fringe' benefits, which we g0 f{mnocently claim is sll tha{'we desire,
are but & part of the whole of the benefite which we plan to demam@ 1in the
future.” = Bermard Cregory Stome of Fitchburg, Meseachusetts, ip (e letter to

the aditor of the Springfield (Mess.) Union of April 2k, 1950, qudted by Horace
Maon League.

* L

NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION ACTS DECISIVELY

Over 3,300 delegates to the National Education Association, in 1ts snoual meeting

held ipn St. Louis, have just voted the following resolution, with not more then 100 die-
senting:

The National Educetion Association belleves the American tradition of
separation of church apd state ehould be vigorously and zealously safeguardeaq.
The Association respects the right of groupe, including religious denominastiops,
to maintain their own schools so long ae such schools meet the educational,
health and safety standards defined by the states in which they are located.

"The Association believes that thege scbools should be finapced eptirely

by their supporters. The Association therefore opposes all efforts to devote
public funds to elther the direct or the indirect support of these schoole”.

This action is wost significant in view of
members with an affiliated body of
of teachere in the country.

the fact thet the NEA hag 450,000 active
900,000, and {s recognized ms the most powerful body

The actionp 1s expected to brin

8 the pational headquarters office, with Secretary
Willard E. Givens, into an altered i y

attitude toward Federal aid to educsetion billa.
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geretofore the Washingtonm office has supported Sesate Dills, such as those offered by
mft end Thamas, which endorsed free bus transportation to parochial schools in states
which permitted such., The supporters of complete separation of church epnd state greate
ly rejolce ¥ the decisive vote of the huge governing body on the resolution adopted in
8t. Louis.

* * »*

CHURCHES STUDY OF CHURCH-STATE RELATIONS

The program of the Baptist Training Unions for July 16 was op the subject of church-
state relations. Evidently the large membership welcomed the topic, because orders for
literature ob the subject reaching this office taxed our utmost capacity to supply the
demand, Hundrede of copies of our wonthly newsletter, REPORT FROM THE CAPITAL, Dr. Binne'
booklet on Religious Liberty, and the booklet issued by The Leader, eptitled Seg;ration
of Church and State, er with many other pieces of printed information, including
pot & Tew copies of Dr. Daweon's book, Separate Church end State Now, were sent upon
request.

* * »

AMERICAN UNIVERSITY WILL STUDY QUESTION

In presenting a scholarship check to President Paul Douglass, American Univereity,
waghingtoen, D. C., on a recent occesion, Dr. Joseph M. Dawson, Recording Secretary of
POAU, said:

"In the beginning of our Netion, church and state relatione conmstituted
a major question. Ae a consequence the United States was launched with a pew
syetem =~ separation of church and gtate. There has never been s day in our
history when this principle was not regerded important to our democracy e
the bulwark of religious liberty ip a land where religioue freedom is a pri-
mary consideration. Ae of thie date church-gtate relations remainps one of
the chief subjects of public interest, particularly to etudents. In the hope
of making c¢le.r and dietinct thie American prineiple, Protestants and Other
Americans United for Separation of Church and State, vhich is essentially an
educational organization, in keeping with its educationsel policy, presents
this check of one hundred dollers to The American Univereity in the hope of
stimulating study of the question among your ptudents.”

* »* *

NOW IS THE ACCEPTED TIME TO END AN ENVOY TO THE POFE

(The Washington Religious Review, e weekly newsletter of first importance, is author-
ity for the report that Myron C. Teylor, formerly personsl representative of the Presi-
dent to the Vaticen, has been given a desk and two eecretaries at the White House to
form a 1iaison with the Romep Catholics. Thie is being interpreted to mean that the
Roman Catholie laity have been incited by the hlerarchy and prieste to threaten the Ad-
ministration with revolt upless the President coneents to reappuint some one from the
Jovernment to represent it at the Vatican. The Catholic protest is particularly etrong
in the large cities which are Catholicecontrolled, (end ueuslly Democratic) such as New
York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Pittsburgh, Detroit, Cleveland, Chicago, St. Louis
ind San Frencisco. This article 1s offered as the composite expression of 8 pumber with

¥hom the Executive Director has cooferred.)

Our last two Presidents have made the seme mistake in dealing with the Vaticaen that
they made in dealing with the Russians ip World War II.
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Conceselons made to the Ruseiane, now seen to have been unviee, were on the asse
tion that the Rueelsns had to be paid to keep them im the war; vhereas, it 18 ¢lear they
would have remained ip the war without such conceseions, since their existence was gt
stake end under no circumetences could they drop out. We are paying bitterly for those

mistakes.

Ap epvoy to the Pope, recognizing hie claims to temporal power, has been defendeq
ob the ground that bis aid 1o opposing Communism must be compensated even at the expense
of violating our constitutional separation of church and state policy; whereas, the
Papacy would exert 1teelf to the meximum against Cammuniem without any such coocession
on our part because the church'e temporal pover's exietence ie at stake apd 1t would re.
slat op regardless of our course.

We indeed want to uphold the Christian Way of Life, but that does not mean commite
ting our pation to defense of the temporal claims of the Papacy. We do not maivtain
troops in Europe or elpevhere apd epend billions for any such purpoee -~ or should not
do eo., Traditionally the United States has etood for the opposite,

Today the chief fight oo religion 1o Europe by Communists ie against the Roman !
Catholic Church because of ita temporal sctivities. Protegtant and cother religions now/
so operating also are attacked, but would have better chence of survival if the tempgral
activities of the Homap church were not 8o provocatlive, __H:Tyn“

Religious imperialism is docmed 1n eny event, Religlous 1nternation;118m minus
temporal power will survive.

We will fipd out later that the conceesione made to temporal power will remain to
rlague us as have the conceseions made to the Russians.

Our Pregsidents have not perceived that recognition of the Yatican ap a temporsl
power in Europe involves recognizing its temporal claims here in the United States.
The battle to halt Catholic epncroachments on our educational syetem 18 only one phase.

In a1} other directions, ‘political and economic and sociml, Catholic temporal claims are
being pushed here.

The Catholic policy was many centuries 0ld when our Constitution was adopted, and
the First Amepdment was added to avoid 1t. The writera of the Constitution kmew how
the Papal hard wee in every dynmstic etruggle ip Europe, in every war there, and in
other ways caused temporel disturbances not related to pure religion apd they wanted
noone of it, Nothing the Papacy can do against Comuuniem warrantse a revereal and escri-

fice of Americen principles such eés recognition of the pernicioue temporal power cleim
involves,

The moet commonly heard defense of an envoy to the Pope 1s that his informetion =-
esplonage -- system can give ua valuable secrete. This ie the most hated part of tem=
poral power exerted by a church. It also is the greateet wemkness of & religion reeorte
ibg to 1t. Communiem has made its moet vicious drive to etamp it out.

Yet here is the United States recogpizing it and defending it!

It is pot a one-way arrangement. What diplomatic, military and economic secrets
are we glving to the Pope ip return for eimilaer secrete he hae gathered?

The issue 18 somewhat academic since it ig certein that the Vatican has the same
eaplonage system in the United States thst it has 1o Europe apd elsewhere.
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Io all llkelihood the Vatican kmew of the atomic bomb before the Russians did, mey
have known the date of the Normandy invaeion as soon as it was fixed, or had other top
imerican secrets, whether or not gained from mn envoy from the President or through its
esplonage eystem here.

Agitation by Protestants and others againet en envoy is now being denounced by
Romeniets as dlsturbing national unity needed in the Korean crisis, or in the poeeibili=-
ty that the third World War already is under way.

But unity ie beipg dieturbed by this deviation from Americsn idesls in cobtinuing
an envoy to the Pope. The Executive has ae much obligation FOT to dieturb petiocoal
unity #e do citizeps.

If Protestants let the specious contention, that we muet pay the Vaticep to keep
up its resistance to Communiem by suepending the Constitution, g0 upnrestrained now it
will require infinitely more dieturbance of unity leter to restore the comstitutional
policy of separation of church and state.

Tie Vaticeo will, like the FRuesians, take full edvantage of the crieis. They may
be expected to ipatall ip the Uplted States the temporal eystem now so fiercely attacked
in Europe and elsewhere. The return of peace would see no lessening of that aim but
intensification of 1t,

What then should Frotestantism do now? This meane what should the majority do now.
Non-Catholics ehould take the wraps off the iesue and make it & public controversy now,
unless the Executive quietly will let the envoy wither on the vine. He would fipd that
the Vatican would give us every bit of information it hae of use to us, ec desperate le
the Vatican's status as & temporal pover and so aoxious 1e it to hsve the United States
battling Communism. PRomeniste would do this without an envoy.

Political figures, regardless of party, will be found generally unwilling, especlal-
ly in an election year, to reeist Catholic encroachmente. But one might be found to
introduce 8 resolution in Congrese asking the President to state what he gets and what
he gives ip the envoy plan. Or a resolution specifylpg that no funde voted for use by
the President shall be used in sending ap envoy to apy church., The ides thet Protesti-
antiem in America can be ignored end Catholiciem must be eppeesed is an idea that must
te ehattered. If 1t ie not, e minority will run our country. Whaetever the channel
chosen, NOW is the time to act.

* - ] »*

IMPORTANT BOOKS RECOMMENDED

CHURCH AND STATE IN THE UNITED STATES. By Anson Phelps Stokes, D.D., LL.D., in 3
volumes, Harper & Brothers, 49 East 33rd Street, New York 16, New York. 1950.
Volume 1, 936p. Volume IT, 799p. Volume IIT, 1042p. Price of set $25.

We regret that extended reviews, which we are furnishing other publications, can-
not be reproduced here, It is to be hoped that every Baptist church librery will con-
t9in this work. Certainly every college library should procure it, and if poseible,
cvery pastor. Beptists should welcome it for their part recognized and their position
dpheld. The author, noted historian and echolar =e former secretary of Yale Univer-
sity, and former Canon of Washington {D. C.) Cathedral -- hae performed a great and
Gistinguished gervice to the cause of religious liberty, by his monumental three-
volume work.,
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torical survey is a source bock, and an interpretation of documents
eventzhi;GSi:gozhe growth gf religious freedom under the friendly constitutional
ation of church end state, end the resulting influence of religion in all oajor:
of natiobel development; also a study of the status of churches including eynag
and other religious groups under federal and atate copatitutiome, etatutes and
decisions; suthoritative opinioms of courts, church bodles, stateamen, religious le
ers, and publiciete on matters at issue; and a discusaion of contemporary problems

&d justment.,
A MEASURE OF FREEDOM. By Arnold Foreter. Doubleday & Company, New York, $2.50,

A remarkeble research ioto Anti-Semitiem. It ie beet characterized by this fores
word: "No attempt was made to cover the entire field of prejudice. The study was
limited to several areas of semie-Semitic manifestetion and their relationship to civil
rights. Ip surveying these areas the book does not dwell et length upon the problems
of other minority groups; nor does it touch upon politicel activity except where
politice has employed raciel and religious bilae,”

THE AMERICAN TRADITION IN RELIGION AND EDUCATION, By F. Freemen Butte. The Beacon
Press, Boston, $3.00.

The Beacon Prese would be eptitled to the gratitude of all Americans if it had
put forth no other book than the best seller by Paul Blanshard, American Freedom and /
Catholic Power. It has, however, become the chief source- of needed booke in support ~
of separation of church and state, Thie, Beacon's latest offering, is & must volwgﬂ
beceuse it treces the origin snd tredition of the true American peoeition in regard'to
education and religion. We commend it unreeervedly. e

SEPARATION OF RELIGION AND GOVERNMENT. By Frack Swancsra., Truth Seeker Campany,
New York, $2.50, |

Since the publication of Dr. J, M, Dswson's book, SEPARATE CHURCH AND STATE NOW,
vwhich wae something of a ploneer volume on the subject, mapy books desling with the
question pro and con have appesred, No recent book is more clesrly written or better
documented than this one by an eminept lawyer of Denver, Colorado. In addition to
hie own convincing chapters, the author has included & number of ipvaluable appendices,

HOW MASTER SECULARISM?

Can we prescribe s course for the mastery of secularism? The Executive Director
chose this question for his serman before the class of 1950 at the Southern Baptist
Theological Semipary, Loulsville, The sermon in full ie to be printed in the Seminary's
quarterly magezine, The Review and Exgoeitor. Abbreviated copies of the eermon have
already eppeared in & pumber of periodicals and will be printed in the Chrietisp
Century Pulpit. Proteetants and Other Americans United For Seperation of Church and
State 8 ordered 10,000 copies of a reprint of the sermon for distribution. Thie
office can honor requests for copiee, upon psyment of postage, after August 1.

PUBLISEER'S OFFER
Individusl copies, autographed, of Joseph M. Dawson's book, SEPARATE CHURCH AND

S?ATE NOW, may be had from this office st the regular price, $2.50, The publisher is
fferipg churches which order five or more copies a 40 per cent discount.
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PARTIAL OR COMFLETE SEPARATION OF CHURCHE AND STATE?

At the Baptiet World Congress, held in Cleveland in July, & woaman approached the
Executive Director emd said, "Oh, I bave read your bock rate Church and State Now
and Then!” "Perhaps you mean Separate Church and State Now", euggested the Executive
Director. "Really in the minds of eame another addition should be made to have the
title read Separate Church and State Hov and Then, Here and There,”

It 1s much to be lamented that so many throughout the world remain confused in
regard to separation of church and state, The principle vas firet enunciated by Jesue,
vhen he satd, "Render to Caesar the things that are Caesar's and to God the things that
are God'e™ (Mark 13:17). As Anson Phelps Stokes vrites in his great vork, Church and
State in the United States (3 vols., Harper), "That saying laid the foundatlon on which
the theory of the upu'aiian of Church and State was to be developed in the course of
the centuries.” When Coustentine in 313 recognized Christianity es an "allowed reli-
gion” and Theodosius in 380 made Christianity the religion of the Romen Empire the
principle was outreged.

The term "separation of church apd state” wae first used by Thomaes Jefferson in
bis letter to the Danbury Baptiets in 1802, Of couree, Thamse Helwys in England and
Roger Williams in New England, Baptist founders, had ardently advocated the principle
long before under slightly different phraseclogy.

As Stokee correctly eaye:

"This pbrase, now eo well known in constitutional discuesion, does not
actually appear in the Comstitution of the United States, or in that of any
of the states except Utah, but the idee for which it stande jes found both in
the constitutional provisions ageinet religious teets, emd in the worde of
the Firet Amendment, which states thet 'Congress shall meke no law respect-
ing an eestablishwent of religicb....' These forbid a Church established by
lav, and thereby require the separation of Church epd State, They do not
Prevent such informa) types of co-operaticn between the two powers ae are
within the law in the interest of the public, but there can be no inter-
locking of instituticmal functioune.”

Further Stokee remarke:

"It 18 thile separatiom, through constitutional enactment, statute, and
Public opinion, between Church end State that has, in tbe opinlon of most
thoughtful American publicists, become the cornerstone of our religlous
freedom in the United States. Scametimes s forelgn echolar or observer ie
able to see things of this character with upusual clarity and to exprees
them with fresh suggestiveness. So let ue gquote the opinion of one of the
moet eminent modern Buropesn writers on religious liberty = Professor
Franceeco Ruffini (1863-1934):




