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INTEREST RATES ON "GOVERNMENT LOANS"

The interest rate on houeing loans
to colleges 18 going up. The formula
established by Congreselonal action in
1955 determined that such loang would
bear an interest rate dependent on the
cost of money to the government.

Such notes or other obligations as
the 3ecretary of the Treasury might sell
on the money market to obtein funde for
the loan contracts with colleges are to
carry interest which is not more than
the higher of (1) 2#% per annum, or {2)
the "average annual intereet rate on
all interest bearing obligetione of the
United 9tates then forming part of the
public debt a# computed at the end of
the fiscal ysar*, to the nearest 1/8 of
12. To this rate which is paid by the
Zovernment, the Adminietrator in msking
losne to 1netitutions ie to add 1/4 of
1% for administrative axpenpe.

¥hen the Secretary of the Treasury
toock hle *sversge” at the close of the
f1ecal year, an increass from 2 7/8%
to 3% reeulted from the automatic
formula.

Proposale in both Sanate and Housee
would have increased the intereet rate
on college housing loans to 3%%, but
the Housing Act of 1957 es paeseed by
both Houses of Congrees and pigned by
the Preeident continued the present
formula,

3ince these loang are normally re-
layed by the Treassury to the loan mar-
ket, the “tight-money' situation 1is
reflected in the new loans as higher
interest rates.

Senator Homer E. Capehart (R.-Ind.)
has offered a bill (8, 204L27) to estab-
lish a blanket policy for all loans
made by the Treasury to any department
or agency of the Federal Government,
The Secretaryof the Treasury would fix
the rate *taking into consideration the
current sverags market yvields of out-
standing marketable obligsations of the
United 3tates having maturitlee compa-
rable to the loane made by the depart-
ment or agency.® Regardless of rates
eatablighed in previous actions, loans
would not be permitted at s rate below
that established by the Treasury at the
time the department or agency makee the
loan plus an additlonel amount deemed
adequate to cover adminietrative
expenge.

As long ap loans are being msde by
government agenciea to church-related
welfare agencies, the relationship of
thoee intereet rates to the cost of
money to the Treasury remains the chlef
meagure of the extent of religlous
participation exacted from the taxpayer
by law,

A NEW RESOLUTION

our traditional Baptiet intersst in
religious iiberty found expression re-
cently in a reeolution sdoptad by the
3onthern Baptist Convention at Chicago.
The vocabulary of the resolution 1s
worthy of careful attention:

iyhersas our Baptiet churches have
developed on the basis of sn emphasls
on the voluntary personal response to
the inner compulsion of the Holy 3piriy,
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leading mwen to failth in Jesus Christ,
and '

“Whereas history has demonstrated
often and in numercus and@ large areas
of the world that religlous persuaesion
or coercion by the uss of political
power engenders antagonistic attitudes
toward the churches and the Christian
message,

“Therefore be 1t resolved:

*l., That we reaffirm our dsvotion
to the voluntary principle of religlous
conmi tment;

2. That we declare anew our devo-
tion to the principle of religlous
liberty for all people sverywhere;

3, That we urge the agenciee and
the churches throughout thils convention
by both word and example to make known
our Baptist aversion to any effort to
uee the administrative, leglslative,
or judiclal powersof government to lay
the weight of a feathar upon the con-
science of any man -in the realm of
religion, by privilege or penslty.*

A NEW LOBBY BILL

Senator John L, MeClellan (D.-Ark.)
(et al. ) has introduced a bill, 3. 2191,
_to amend the "Federal Regulation of
Lobbying Act®, which waas voted s8 Title
IIT of the Leglalative Reorganizaetion
Act of 1946, Eleven yeers of history
have demonsgtreted the need for improved
handling of thle sapect of the legisla-
tive procees. The new bill is submit-
ted in behalf of a special comnittee,

The McClellan bill proposes a new
Title III, "Legleletive Activities
Dieclosure Act.® It places its empha-
8is on the reporting of the facte re-
garding leglslative activity and ex-
pendltures, Regarding 1te own intent,
the bill eays:

“Congreas finds,

however, thet the

preservation snd maintenance of the in-
tegrity of the Jegislative process re-
quiree the 1dentificstion in certsiln
inastances of persons and groups who
sesY to influence the pasesge or defeat
of legielation by sppealing to the
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Congress directly, or by artificia)
stimulation of the public intended ¢,
produce airect communications with the
Congress. It 1s the purpose of thi,
Act to requirs full disclosure in srder
to meke avallable to the Con & and
the public informstion relatiss to the
activities, recelpts angd axpenditures
for such purposes, and the source of
funds of persons whg seek to influence
the pessage or defieat of legislation
by such means."

The requiremente of the b11l with
reference to reporting and record keep-
ing apply to:

*{a) Any person who 1g required to
file a notice of repressntation under
this Act;

*{b) any pereon who employe or re-
tains one or more legislative agents
and who mekee an expenditure of %300
or more in any calendar quarter to
influence legislation;

*{c) any person who received $300 or
more in a calendar quarter ap compen-
sation, reimbureed expenses (exclusive
of personal travel expenses), or both,
for the purpose of influencing legle-
lation by direct communication....;

“{d) any person who requests or
procures any other person to communl-
cate directly with Congress to influ-
ence legislation by means of a commu-
nication which does not show on 1te
face the 1dentity of the persgon who
raquested or procured such comnunica-
tion if:

*{1) euch requeat or procurement i#
in writing and 18 addreesed to or dis-
tributed to mors than one thoussand
persaona; or

“{(2) the expense of the communica-
tion requested or procured 1s paid orf
agreed to be paid by the person making
the request or procurement, and more
than twenty-five persons are solicited
to make such s communication;

“{e) any pereon who has made expend-
itures exceeding $50,000 in the aggre-
gate within the preceding twelve months,
in presenting a program addreseed to
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the public, a substential portion of
wich 19 intended, designed, or calcu-
lated to influence legislation.®

(Note: any person* means any
individual or organization,)

The provisions of the bill epecifi-
cally do not apply to:

#{a) the pudlication or dissemina-
tion, in the ordinary course of busi-
ness, of news items, advertising,
sditorials or other ocoxmments Ddy a
newspaper, book publisher, regularly
published periodical, radio or tele-
vision station (including an owner,
sditor or smployes thereof)."

pfficial actions and cempaign prop-
aganda are alsc excluded,

Most public reactions to the revi-
sion have been favorable up to the
pressnt time, 3ome concern has besen
expressed by the business community,
saying that it is go drastic ms to
penslize *tresde publications® that
defend particular industries.

Diecuesions have noted that this
bill proposes to deeilgnete an admini-
strator of the lobby law, the Comptrol-
ler General. The o0ld law has no ad-
ninjetrator. Another innovation of
the 11l 1s that 1t includes findirect
lobbying¥, which many recognize as the
most potent type.

Leglelative agents would be subject
to criminal penalties (#10,000and five
years) for falsifying reports, for
éending flctitious communications to
Congress, and for failing to regleter
°r to fille reports. Other violatione
would be spubject to civil court action
demanding compliance,

Church groups will normatly be in-
teregted in 8, 2161 from two viewpoints,
The b111l aime to make the "facts" knowr
end go to prevent corruption in govern-
nt. The question on this point 1is,
¥i1l thie do the Job?

While there is no apparent reasson
%o be apprehsnsive of the messure from
the viewpolnt of righte and liberties,
1t does bear on the electorate's fright
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of petition® and 1s accordingly worthy
of the most careful study.

THE CENSUS AND RELIGION

Imagine yourself in your living
room a# the govermment census-taker
opena his big book, and asks, "What is
your religion?*

Has a viglation of separation of
church and etate occurred? Has reli-
gious liberty been compromised?

A variety of viewpointe have been
expressed recently on thess questions.
The Census Bureau hae been sounding
public opinion, seeking tc decide
whether the question should be in the
1960 censue,

In a letter which agpurod in the
New York Times on July B, 1957, Rabbi
orae stein, preeident of the

American Jewigh Congress, expressed

oppoesition., His statement pointed to
our traditional Americen averseion,

since the days of Madiason, arguing that
fguch questione would vioclate the con-
stitutional guarsntee of freedom of
religion.® He pointed out that it e
a criminel offenee to refuge to anewer;
and that to ¢clgselfy Americans "in cat-
sgories of religloue and non-religloue
and eub-categories of sect and denomi-
nation® 1s alien to our tradition,

Aleo, he felt that it would violate
separstion of church and etate since
the data gsathered would be for the
benefit of religioue organizations,

Thomss B. Kenedy, edltor, the Offi-
cial Catholic Directoery, promptly coun-
tered with s statemant contending that
the information waé for bueinese pur-
poeee, and that statietics on churches
have besen gathered at varlous tlmes
previouely., He cited the American Civil
Libertiss Union'e approval of 1956,

The American Civil Libsrtiss Unlon
tmmediately announced that their posi-
tion hag been changed eince 1t became
known that e refugal to snawer & chneus
question 1e & crime punighsble by lm-
priesonment or fine. They now stand in
oppoaltion on the beals of the Firet
Amendment's provieions that (1) "Con-
gress shall make no law,,.,.prohiblting

3 il
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the free oxercise* of religion, and
{(2) %Congrees shall meke no law re-
apecting the establishment of reli-
glon.® An irdquiry made by s governwent
official, they contend, ,"might for

some persons under some circumetafcese
be en infringement upon freedom of

religlon.®

Paul Blanshard then suggested that
the question be one of actual church
affiliation, and be wade fully volun-
tary. Mr, Blanshard apparently did
noet recognize thet a voluntary ques-
tion would open the wsy to selsctive
factors and to questionable inter-
pretations,

The Commonweal, a Roman Catholic
wagazrine, opposed the question editor-
1ally, while the directore of the Cath-
0olic Daughters of America voted to
work for 1t,

. From our viewpoint the question,
*What 18 your religilon?® gesms obJec-
tionable. It assumes religlon, Just
a8 we agsume all other soclological
data. It would elicit a meaningless
responge from many,

In most European national traditione
“the church® was the keeper of ®vital
statistice®, including births, deaths,
marriages, catechetical examinetions,
communion attendance, and the like,
Qur Americen tradition hae divorced
*vital etatietics” from the *“church
statietice®, leaving the one with the
governmente and the other with the
churches. That divielon hease greatly
extended the freedom of the person end
greatly enhanced the spiritusl sffec-
tiveness of the churches, It 1e worth
keeping.

The need for accurate religious data,
however, is real, *Church etatistice"
are 60 lacking in uniformity that con-
fusionprevalls. While Baptiste aim to
count only adult "baptized believers®
as church members and tend to frown on
churches 'with "inactives* on their
rolls, the Roman Catholic position 1s
that once an infant is baptized as a
Catholic he 18 alwaye a Catholic,

The difference appeared most cleerly
in "The Queetion Box® of the Tablet,

September 195;
Brooklyn diocesan paper, March 2, 1957:

*Q. On & TV interview, 1 heard ,
Beptist minleter give figures on th,
numbers of Catholics who were conyertsd
to Protestant religions in s given
period of time. When a pPeTecR 18 bep-
tized a Catholic, len't he Catholyc

always even though hs~Jolrfe up with,
Protestant church?

®s. Yes. The jocatechism describe
one of the effecte of Baptiesm ae 'ia-
printing en indellble chsrecter on th
goul,! That means that a person bep-
tized in the Cetholic Church osn mw
more change the character of his life
than one born of royal blood could be-
come one born of common blood, Unfor-
tunately, through neglect, weakness or
downright apostasy, a person can fall
or refuese to live up to the dignity,
tho standard and the obligetions of &
member of the Mystical Body of Christ
(1ike the Prodigal Son), but he atill
remaine e member of that body, albeit,
an unworthy one. DBaptism is not the
initiation of a pereon intoc a club or
an organization which the member cmn
leave later Af he so wishes. It i
the ceremony of re-birth in the Holy
Ghost, making the person the 1living
member of A living Body, the Mysticsl
Body of Christ. Even with defect of
falth efter Baptism, the cheracter of
the sacrament remeina. Hence, losas of
faith ie so great o tragedy."

The result is8 that there 1e no way
of knowing how many people are counted
both ae Romen Cstholice and es Protes-
tante--as Romsn Cethollcs because they
were baptized there as infants, and »e
Proteetante because they later affili-
ated with a Proteatant church,

For meny others *religion® is akin
to an Irigh or a Jewlgh national back-
ground. The person who answers 'Jew
iph* may be sepesking of ethnic back-
ground or of religlous convictions.
Purthermore, the occaslonal visitor
a Baptist church in a commnity of
Baptiste will probably say “Baptist.’
Not a few of these will aek the ceneud
taker what hle guestion weans. FHe
w111 not know, but 1f he d1d know and
could explain, his visit would cer-
tainly violate our constitution.




