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VIRGINIA BAPTISTS

The Rellzious Herald of Rilchmond,
virginia, April 18, 1957, carried the
report of a special committee nemed to
ptudy the operetlons of Oak Hill Acmd-
emy. The report included cloee analy-
sie of several church-state prodlems
and called for careful observance of
Baptiet principles. The report was
heard and approved by the Vvirginia Bap-
tiat Board of Misslons and Education,

The Cak H1ll Academy, dating back
to 1878, represente a Baptlst effort
to supplement the inadequate education-
rl opportunities of boys and girle in
thet mountalin area, In this coopere-
tive sffort several relationships had
developed whlch drew the critical eyes
of the apecial committee.

The committes found that wsome of
the atudente 'have their expenses pald
in pert or in full by public tax monies
forwerded through welfars depsrtmentes
or other government agencies.® The
committee’s legal counsel edvised that
the arrengement isa in viocletion of
Virginia law se expressed in Sectlon
141 of the state Conetitution.
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The "reciprocal agreemsnt®
the Oak Hill aAcademy and Grayson County
for bus transportstion of each other's

pupile, thereby reducing the <total
milesge covered, was also criticized.
While the committee found thst the Bap-
tist buses transportsd more publlc
8chool pupile than the public buses
carried Baptist etudente, they none-
theless found themselves “...in the un-
enviable and untenable positionof par-
ticipating in an arrangemsnt which
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results in the transportation of 24
pupils to ocur Baptist percchial school
by public echool bupses, That arrange-
ment alec npekes us partles to an ar-
rengement which makes 1t necesmsary for
children of various feithes to ride n
parochial school bus 1n order to
attend a public school.,"

In spite of the mutual advantage of
interests, the committes recommended
the disscolution of the arrangemente on
the besis of principles.

The rental of Troomeé by Ok Hill
Acedemy to Grayeon County for public
gchool use wae also viewed as subject
to mlsunderstanding. Although the
rents pald by the county were only
about one-third of the ccete lnvolved
in other gltusationa, and were thereforse
more beneficial to the county than to
the Baptist school, the committes geid
tas long as a public school is operated
in Baptist bduildings on the Oak Hill
campus, there will be misunderstandings
concerning the relationship.® They
urged the county to purchase or con-
gtruct their own buildings es socon &e
possible,

The committee aleo recommended dis-
aolving the joint hot luncheon syatem.
The Academy's facilitlise had relieved
the county of facing its needs in thils
matter, but in the process the Acadqemy
1s involved in the uge of surplus foode
received from the government., They
found the acceptance of the surplue
foods to be out of line with other
Baptiet schoole, and termed the presgant
arrangement "unwige.’
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During the past two, years Virginia
Baptietes have been engaged in s reetudy
of the tradition asnd the practice of
religioue 1iderty. They have focused
their lenses on their own practices
and have decided to stand on principlee
even at the expense of some advantages
to theilr institutione.

VIRGINIA LAW

In November, 1956, the Religiouse
Liberty Study Cormlesion eubmitted to
the Baptiet General Associstionof Vir-
ginia a review of the status of rell-
glous liberty in the state, Apparently
the recent analysis of the Oak Hill
Acedemy relationshipe 18 e eequel to
the 1956 atudy.

The Study Commlesion pointed up the
vocabulary of the Virginia Constitutilon
on the eubject of religicus liberty.
These provislione are remarkably clear
ed8 to intent, The purpose ie to pre-
vent coercion of any kind vith refer-
ence to religious participation elther
by attendance or by seuppert. The
atatemente make no denlals of the
realities of institutlonal contacts.

9ection 16 of the Virginia Conati-
tution reads aa followe:

*That religion or the duty which we
ows to our Creator, and the manner of
+dlgcharging 1it, can be directed only
by reapon and conviction, not by force
or violence snd, therefore, all men
sre aqually entitled to the free exar-
cise of religlon, according to the
dictates of conacience and that 1t 1is
the mutual duty of ell to prectice
Chriestlan forbearence, love snd charity
tovarde each other.*

Section 58 further clarifies the
concern in theee words:

"No man ghall be compelled to fre-~
quent or support any religioue worehip,
plece, or minletry, whatsoever, nor
shall be enforced, restrained, molest-
ed, or otherwiee suffer on eccount of
his religious opinione or bellef: but
all men ghall be free to profees and
by argument te maintein their opinione
in matters of religion, and the same
shall in no wise diminish, enlarge, or
affect, theilr civil capacities. And
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the General Assembly shall not pre-
scribe any religious test whatever, or
confer any peculiar privileges or ad-
vantages on any sect or denomination,
or pase any law requiring or authorfs-
ing any religious soclsty, or

psople of any district within This
State, to levy on themssiwes{ or
others any tex for the.s#rection or ra.
pair of eny house of public worship,
or for the support {of any church or
ministry; but it shall be left free to
every person to select his religlous
inetructor, and to make for his sup-
port such,private contract as he shall
plesae,”

The report pointe to several cases
involving religlous liberty which heve
come to the 8tete Supremse Court of
Appeals in recent years. In 1946 that
Court ruled (Jones and Patrick ve.
Commonwealth, 185 Va. 335) that ettend-
ance at Sunday 3chool and church may
not be imposed as a penalty or rsetric-
tion by s court handing down a sentence.
Such imposition was held to be a viola-
tion of the personts constitutional
right of religious liberty,

In Almond ve. Day (197 Ve, 419, de-
cided Nov, 7, 1955) the Court ruled
that funde votesd to aid certain per-
gons with paymente for echool tuition,
tnstructional fees, room rent, books,
ate,, could not be pald to those per-
eons i1f the funde were used to defray
the child'se expenses in any private or
church-gupported echool eince puch
paymente would be 1n vioclation of the
Conatitution,

REAFFTAMATION

In concluding their report the Con-
migsion made four recommendations.

“We ere all proud of the prominent
part Baptiete played in bringing to
fruition religious freedom in Virginia
and ;the United States, In recent
Years, Virginla Baptists have not been
alert to violetione of the Constitution
and lawe regarding religlous freedonm,
but unfortunately, have participated
in the violations, Your commission
makee the following recommendations:

col-

*1. That Virginia Baptists,
lectively and individuslly, resffirs
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our time-honored position with refer-
ence to religious fresdom by gealously
practicing those things %o which we
subscribe,

2, In view of our findinge snd
the court decisions referred to in
this report, we recommend that the
Baptiet General Associationof Virginia
record itself as opposed to religious
ingtruction in the publiec schools.

3, Wwe recommend that the study of
taxation of church-owned property be
continued,

4, Inpemuch as this whole matter
requires more vigilsnce than we have
given in the past, and since further
ptudy nesds to be made in several
fielde, we recommend that a standing
committee be appointed to continue the
ptudy of the important matter of rell~
glous liberty: and, that the complete
records of the present Comeisslon
{from which the condensed report was
made) be filed with the Virginla Bap-
tiet Hletorical Soclety for the benefit
of those making any futurs study 1Iin
this srea,"”

RELIGIOUS LOG-ROLLING

How inadeguately legislators, even
fror states with etrong Baptist con-
etituencies, understand the Baptlet
concern with reference to sepsration
of church and state 1p well 1llustrat-
ed by S, 1681,

Senators Hill (Alabama) and Xerr
{Oklshome) have teamed up to offer
S8, 168l to amend the Public Health
Service Act, The proposed amendment
provides that if Hill-Burton funde sre
available from the allocations to e
glven Btete those funds may be extand-
ed es lpans to epplicants who srre eli-
gible under the Hill-Burton formula.
The conditione of the Hill-Burton Act
apply; and the interest rate is to be
equal to the sverage interest pald by
the government on its long term loane
Plus ¢ of 1%,

Mcet Baptiets have been willing to
88 the government extend loane to
Private or church agencies providing
the interest rate 1s such that there
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is no cost to the taxpayer. A number
of Baptlet colleges heve accepted such
losne for the building of dormitories,
benefiting by the longer time provided
for amortizeation and by a closger ap-
prosch to the "pure interest? rate,
They have felt that such loans do not
involve the use of the government's
tax-power to coxpel contributione to-
werd s religious inetitution, & prin-~
ciple which ig clearly violated in the
¢ese of grants.

This Hill-Kerr propossl in 8, 1681
attempts to merge the hospiftal ineti-
tutional interests of Baptiets with
those of the Roman Catholics in ean
"omnibug® piece of leglslation that 1is
built eimply on *interests.® Baptists
are invited to accept loans 1f in eo
doing they will coneent to others get-
ting grants, So the bill proposes a
five year extenslon of the approprla-
tions to the Public Health Service Act
(H11l-Burton), tecking on a provision
for loans 1f the pending epplicatione
for grante do not use up the funda.

The sctlon of the Southern Baptlsat
Couvention Executive Committee, which
raleed the question of locans, began
with & c¢lear statement of wppoeltion
to grante bmsed on principles. The
sscondary suggestion in favor of loane
was in respones to Baptiet institution-
al interests seeking to render the max-
imum of service in the fleld of hospi-
tsl work within the framework of our
epiritual prineiplee, Apperently Sen-
ators Hill snd Kerr do not understand
the principles, only the intereste.

The Hill-Kerr propoesl stande in
contrest to the bill by Rep. Poage
(Texss}, H.R. 1979, which propoeee a
loan arrengement corpletely independent
of the o0ld Hill-Burton formula., Rep.
21ler (Kentucky) has offered 1in H.R.
2103 propoesed emendmente to the Public
Heslth Seorvice Act which would etrike
out the "and other non-profit' cate-
gories. Mr, Poage and Mr, 8Siler eeen
fo underetand the principles invelvad,

TAX EXEMPTIONS
Where do tax exenptione for churchee

properly begin and end? That le a
queetion whichlie arleing with inc¢creas~
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ing freguency. Doep the principle of
eepsration of church and stete call
for taxstion or for exemption from
taxation of church properties?

The 0ld legal maxim, *"The power to
tax is the power to kill%, is an under-
standanble argument 1n defense of exemp-
tion for properties which ars vital to
the 1ife and work of the churches, It
ie more difficult to follow the ¥alid-
1ty of thst maxim in defenee of exemp-
tions for propertieg which are ownsd
slpply for thelr income producing power
but are in themgelves unrelated to the
work of the churches,

Tax exemptions do not effect any
groes savings for the economy. When
one source of revenue dries up & gove
ernment normally shifts the load to
snother source, and 1in the end the
people pay 1t. The asdvantisge of ex-
ehption, then, 18 to the instlitutlon
rather than to the taxpayer. The ques-
tion le how privileged should churches
and their sgencles be in the economy?

when the real properties of the
churches used for worship are not taxed
it means that such community services
ag roads, streets, police and fire pro-
tection are received gratils, being paid
for by the citirenry under tax laws.
Perhaps thisle a necessary arrangement
in order to keep the churches free
from poesible interference by the gov-
ernments, This, however, seems to be
eomething quite different from the
economic entrenchment of institutions
which enableg them to be independent
of popular pupport., The spiritvael
significancs of the latter situation
ba® not received the philosophle and
historiceal etudy which the problem
merite.

The current practices in the United
3tates vary greatly from state to
atate, and from city to city. The
only limitatione now extant mre those
limitatione arising out of the church-
es' abllities to acquire property
and/or to Ainfluence local and gtate
Un-

authority in favor of exemption.
leap the churches and their leaders
cen find a principle which constitutes
a s8topping place, that line will ulti-
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pately be drawn by economic reslatancs
involving wore or less anti-church or
anti-clerical attitudes. Fact find
studies and discudsions alimed at fifd-
ing a rational line of seéparstitn
would be desirsble and worthwhile,
> s
SUNDAY POR
ARMED SERVICES JB.ECOGNITION
ro

The Preeldent's clamaticn of
Armed Forces Day, dated March 5, 1957,
says:

UYNOW, THEREFORZ, I, DWIGHT D, RIS-
ENHOWER, Preeident of the United States
of America and Commander in Chief of
the armed forces of the United Jtatea,
do hereby procleim the third Jaturday
of May in 1957 end the third Sunday of
May in each succeeding year as Armsd
Forces Day; and I direct the Secretary
of Defenge on behalf of the Army, the
Navy, and the Alr Force, and the Sec-
retary of the Treasury on behalf of
the Coast Guard, to mark the day each
year with appropriate ceremonieas,
arrange for demonetrations and dieplays
at ermed-forces installations, to in-
vite participstion by representatives
of &ll religlous falths in such cere-
monies, in order that the interdepend-
ence of the deep and abiding religlows
falth of Americans end our escurlty
may be recognized, and to work hend in
hand with civil authorities in arrang-
ing other supporting activities. I
further direct the Secretary of De-
fense, ae my personel representatives,
to asseume the responsibility for initl-
ating, formulating, end supervieing
policies and procedures in kaeping with
this proclamation.®

The ehift from Saturdey to Sundey
may not have great significance. Those
who think of Sunday aes g day for fish-
ing and golf will probably find that
the addition of s military celebratlon
adds some welcomed color to that par-
ticular Sunday. Those, on the other
hand, who have sericuely endeavorsd t¢
use Sunday for spiritusl edificatlon
may have more trouble placing the
celebration 1im their customary freme.
An "Armed Forces Day Preyer* 1e sup-
plied by the Armed Forces Chaplains
Board,
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