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SEMATOR KENNFDY '8 VIEWS ON CHURCH.STATE
RKIATIORS EVOXES CONFLICTING REACTIORS

Much of tha reaction that has been set off
by the views of Senstor Johs F. Kannedy (Rowan
Catholic) on church-ptats relations as reported
in the March 3 issue of LOOK magacine has igoored
the remainder of the article. The articls seeks to
prove that the 1960 Democratic copvention will nom-
inate & Roman Catholic as & candidate either for the
presidency or the vice-presidency.

Before setting forth both Roman Catholic and
Protestant reactions to Kenmedy's statament we sum-
aarize the main points of the LOCK article on the
poseibility of & Damocretic Catholic candidate in
1960, Propositions set forth by Fletcher Fnebel,
vriter of the article, are:

Why A Catholic Candidate Ip lﬁm

1. S0 many Catholice nov hold strategic offi-
ces, traditicnal steppingsiones to the White House,
that the 1960 convention would bave to go out of
its vay 0 kmep from nominating & Catdbolic for the
presidency or the secomd slot,

2. The Democretic party now has almost as mRny
Catholice as Protestants in 1ts memdership.

3. The Democrets are beginning to believe that
» Catlolic candldate has more political mesats thas
liabilities. For every vote lost because of reli-
gious reasons, more than ocee would be picled up
from religious mnd recisl miporities restive mt the
Protestant monopoly of the White Houss.

L. The results of the 1958 slections are beiag
interpreted to mean that the mation no longer will
make & religicus tept for ite candidates. For in-
stance there are nov wore Catholice ia Congress than
4ny other religicus group, and the Democretic partiy
nov bas eight Catholic govermors.

5. Foliticiens beliave that most of ths opposi-
tion to Catholic candidater comes from tbe Protestant
Pulpit, but that the pev votes vithout consideration
of a man's yeligion. FPoliticiams will pay more
attention to the voice of the voters.
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6. The pre-coavention polla relsting to poten-
tial candidates and voter reactions indicate that
the wvoters will ignore the religious question in
the next election.

Ki dy States His Viewn

The 100K article quotes Kennedy's views on
Church-State relations es follows:

1. “Whatever one's religion ip his private life
may be, for the officeholder, mothing takes prece-
dence over his oath to uphold the Cometitution and
all its parts -- including the First Amendment and
the strict sepmration of c¢hurch and state.”

2. "I bellieve ag & senator that the separation
of church and state 1s fundamental to our American
concept and heritage and should remsin so.”

3. "] am flatly oppoaed to sppointment of sn am-
bassador to the Vatican, Whatever advantages it
might heve in Rome .- and I'm pot convinced of theae
-- they would be more than offset by the divisive
effect at home.”

4. "The Piret Amendment to the Conetitution le
an infinitely wise one. Tnere can be no Question of
Federal funds veing used for support of pmrochial or
privete echools. It's unconstitutional umder the
FMrst Amendment ae interpreted by the Supreme Court.
I'm opposed to the Federal Governmment's extending
support to sustain amy church or 1ts schoole. As
for fringe mstters as buses, lunches and other ser-
vices, the issue 18 primsrily socisl apd economic and
not religloua. BEach case sust be judged on ite me-
rits vithin the 1lav ss interpreted by the courts.”

In other intarviews Kennedy is reported to have
said that it ies quite proper for s candidste for the
presidency to be questioned ebout his vieve on asepa-
ration of church and etate., Although he has been
bitterly attacksd by some sections of the Catholle
press Tor his position es stated in IOOK magnzine,
Kenpedy believes that his vieve represent the vieve
of the majority of Roman Catholics in this country.
He says that the problem of church-state relations {»
one on which Catholics may have and do have a divided
opinion.
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Catbolsc Memction Ravieved

Rosan Catholic resctiom to Kemnedy's vievs run-
gos all the way from ssbarressseat to applause, frow
sbarp criticism to kigh yprwise. While COMMONMEAL, s
lay Catholic jJournal, says "ve see no resson to be-
i1ieve that thess are pot his simosre comvictioms,”
AMERICA, the Jesuit voice on public affeirs refers
to Xannedy's statmmant about the Comstitution deing
sujreme apd declares, "Mr. Kemaedy doesn't yeally
telieve that."

Criticim of Kennedy's position of seeming W
put his oath of loyalty to the Cometitution sbove
conscience is almost universal in the Catholic press,
but some seek 10 exrplain vhat he msant by maying that
be vas imadsquately Quoted or by ssylng that he is
being aismderstood.

COMMDAWEAL criticized the Semator becauss he
seemed to be faying that be Aid not take the posi-
Tion ohe Hight sxpect from a Catholie, but wook in-
stead the "Constitutional” and "First Amendment”
position. The magnrzine ssserted that thare is no
"Catholic position” on these questions and that all
Catbolics believe in wepmywtion of church and state
slthough there is s question as to vhat that con-
cept means.

AMERICA wap "inpatiept” at tbe Senator's wil-
lingness to "appesse bigots.” Referring to question-
ing of Beman Catho)ic candidates, AMERICA said, "Thie
kind of cross-exsminetion, directed as it is solely
to Catholics, is dlscriminatory, insulting and with.
out pertinence ip terms of the U, S, Constitutiom.”

Mchard Cardinal Cushing of Boston, to vhom the
Kannedy family gave $2,609,000 for the archiiocese,
says that the Kennedy incident is an example of the
aisundarstandings that can be csused by wnintention-
al confusion. He seys that the Senstor's meaning
‘"beas given vay to other pecple'’s interpretations.”

While cosmanding Kennedy a3 & man vho would ful.
1l tha oath of public office in obedience to the
highest standards of conscience, Cardinal Cushismg
Joined most of the other Roman Catholic commemtatore
iz deploring the fact that it vas necesssry for Cath-
olics to ansver questions concermiag church-state re-
lations and loyalty tc their country.

¥hile most of the Catholic reaction to Kenms-
cy's statement vae against his apparent elewation of
tha Comstitution above consciencea and the fact that
be ylelded to pressure 1o bLe Questioned as & "Catho-
lic candidate,” there was conpidarable qualified
agresnent with the positions taksn by the Semstor,
One felt, however, vhile reading these sspertions
that they vere being made with the tongue in the
cheek and with unique interpretations of the mean-~
ing of church-state separstioa.

On the other band, Virgil C. Blum, Jeswit lec-
turer at Marquatte University ia Milweukse, and ed-
vocats of the education certificate and tax credit
Plans for aid of paruchial schools took sharp issue

vith Semator Ksnnedy. Be posed three questions of
bie ovn for the Semator to mnsver. They are:
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1. "Does be mean to exclude wax credita op
grants mada directly to paremts (as violatiang nypm.
ratfom of church and state)!”

2. "Does he mean to exclude the possidility of
the Federal govermment giving gramts to dmmowimating.
al iastitutions to perfore & spacific educstiomal
task! 1If so, what about the Maticoml Defemse Muce.
tion Act of 1958, for vhich he voted?”

3. "If ba excludas the lattar, I would liks 4o
reipe the question vhather the Semstor, by sdopting
the strict separation positiom, 414 not violate kig
oath of office by voting for 1tt"

Senator Fannedy, Blum charged, "has failed to
make the nedessary distinction between support of
private or mrochial schools and direct support to
parents vho bear ths primmry responeibility for edn-
cating their childres."

¥hile most of the Catholic papers bemosn the
fact that Catholie candidates are under pressure to
fece certain questions of church-state relations apd
public fusds for parochial echoole, and vhile they
shout "why,why,vhy,” none of them aake any effort
to give an explenation for non-Catholis epprehension
on thesa poiats. It might be eobering for the Catho-
lies to fuce realistically exactly vhy e sany people
feel as they da,

Fon-Catholic Reaction To Kannedy

Protestant reaction to Senator Kennedy's stats-
ment has been restraindéd, for the most pert has bewm
favorable, but ahows much misgivings sbout the rels-
tionahip of s Catholic officeholder to hie churech.
Knowing the Amarican traditions in church-gtate re.
lations, the history and pructice of countriee umder
Catbolic domimstion, apd the besic theological posi-
tions of the Roman church, Frotestants feel that they
must ask wvhich will prevail in the actione of s Romsn
Catholic presidemt -- loyalty to his church and ite
position or loyalty to ths United States Cometitution
and the American wvay of life,”

Protestants and Other Americane United for the
Separation of Church and State, the organisation
that tas most vigorously sgitated tha question of s
Catholic candidate for the presidency, through ite
spgociate director, C, Stanley Lowell, seid, "We srv
very highly pleased with Senstor Kennedy's statement.
His statement vill do much to reassure Protestante
vho have bed honest doubts ebout a possible comflict
of interest {nvolving s presidential or vice-presi-
deatial candidate of Catholic fwith,”

'Lowell added that he nopes the Roman Cutholie
Church will support the position taken by the Messs-
chusetts senator, and that the church will not dis-
claim his disclaimer of clerical control over elvil
actions, but will support loyally the coursgeous
atand he has taken.

Expressing apprecistion for Mr, Kannedy's stats-
ments THE AIABAMA BAPTIST said, "We do hope, if M.
Keonedy runs for president, he vill make his state-
zents more cetegorical and in detatl.,...We are mot
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sminst & Catholic's being elected presidamt dut....
moving the doctrinal position of the Catholde
church in relstion to the church and state does
cpuse U8 groat oommcern about & Catholic's being
elected president,....We hope Mr. Xannedy will make
clear cut statements vhich lack ssbiguity.” The
Alabame editor alec differed with the Semator os

the use of tax monies for parochial school lunches,
bus rides and other fringe benefits.

Kannedy's statement, "Whatever one's religion
{a hie private life my be, for the office holder,
pothing takes precedance over his oath t0 uphold the
Constitution and all its parts,” 1e eeverely sttacked
in CHRISTIANITY AMD CRISIS, & Christian Jourmal of
Opinion, in an article by Mobert McAfes Brown. To
say that religion is s private affair with no rela-
tionship to the holding of public office, Brown
points out, "is in point of faet to be denying one's
faith and declaring it to be a sheer irrelevancy.”

Brown asserts that if & secularist wvere to mke
Kennedy's etatement he would be sowing the seeds for
totalitarianisom; 1f & Protestant candidate wvere to
ssy it, he wvould be guilty of violating the command.-
ment that forbids him having any other gods before
the true God and thus would be an idolstar; and when
a foman Catholic sayw it, his position must be chal.
lenged because he 1s & Catholic, because Catholice
are also subject to the first commandment.

In conclusion Browvn says, "The State cannot com-
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asnd the Chrietian's total and unqualified loyulty,
even if that state be the United States of Amerios.
Senator ssems to have forgottem this. And
in hie attempt t© 40 & Winor servioce to his consti-
tusncy, he has done & mjor disservice to his faith,”

The CERISTIAN CENIURY commended the Senmtor
for his forthright statement, but sai& "it 1is re-
grettable that tha position of the Roman Catholic
Church is #0 equivoeal in relation to the issues
mentioned by the Semator and to related questions
that 1t is necessary for non-Catholics to ask, and
for Cetholic oandidates for high office to answver.
But that is the situation, and questions concern-
ing issues vhich go to the very heart vf Amsrican
democracy have to be reised and have to be answered.”

"The faect that these Qquestions have to be
asked,” the CHRISTIAN CENTURY concluded, “"does not
prove that the askers are digots. The fact that
such Qquestions have to ba anewvered does not prove
that those vho answer must demonstrete that their
patriotiem 18 above suspicion. Imputations of
bigotry or lack of patriotism are equally out of
opder., The difficulty eand embarrassment ere not
of that sort. Mther they derive from the presence
end growth in our secular political omder of &
church which does not accept the pluraliem which 1s
essentinl for the sepmrstion of church and state.
9ince that 19 the case, we have to settle these is-
sues vithout the help that that chureh should
provide.”

OUR FUBLIC SCHOOLS INDISPENBABLE

{Paitor's note: During recent years the
Amsrican public achool sywtem bhag exparienced
unprecedented Aifficultiss. The Mation is
being forced to rethink the significant wvalues
of these schools to the democretic wayof 1ife.
We are here sharing with our readers s recent
vigorous editorial by Brwin L. McDonald, editor
of the ARKARSAS BAPTIST, publisbed in Litile
Rock, Ark.)

With the hope of Little Rock reopening her pub-
lic high schools on & segregated basis becoming dim-
ver and dimmer, the pecple of Arkansas fuce a fate-
ful decision, It becomes more and more appmrent
that we must scoept the limited integretion as or-
dered by the Supreme Court of the United States or
do avay with our public school system altogather.

Let thoee who would even think of the drestic
tlternative to the reopeniag of the achools &e pub-
lic schools be reminded that one of the gravest
tragedies of the Civil War wes the lack of public
ochools, Many of us are old enough to have known per-
sorally relatives and friends whose whole lives were
blighted by the lack of education because schools

vhich they could afford to attend simply 414 not
exint,

Little Rock hap demonstrated this year that
there is no reml substitute for pudblic schools openm
free w0 children and young people of rich and poor
Slike, As valiant as 1s tne effort of our Little
Nock private bigh schoole which have sntered the

field to 4o the best they could to meet the emergen-
cy of no public high echools, who could say that the
private schools have ¢olved the problem?! Hupdreds
of pupile, both white and Negro, have had to go avay
1o school, at comreidersble expense to their famjilies,
or bave had to forego school temporerily if not per-
manently beceuse of the disruption of the echool
systam.

Our public school system is the very bulwark
of our democrecy. We cannot afford under any con-
ditione to destroy what it has taken ue many gen-
erations of sacrifice to baild. Only in recent
years hae the South had snything approaching an ade-
quate school aystem. And we are still far behind
the nation as & vhole in this most important provi-
sion. For example, cur own dear Arlansas, according
to U, 8. Census Bureau figuree released for the year
1957, stood at the bottom among the 31 states fi-
nanced through loesl school districts, in the amount
of money spent per pupil,

let us not vaste time trylng to assess blame for
the dsplorable condition that prevails. But let ue
not villingly sacrifice the lives and careers of many
of our fine children and further cripple Arkansas and
the South. The thought of the possible perwanent
closing of our pudblic schools in the event thed legal
and Aue-process methods of avolding compliance with
orders of the Supreme Court fail should call a1l of
us to use all our strength to keep the schools funec-
tioning as free, public schools. There simply is no
vay for & system of privete achools to replace the
public system. Fublic schools must continue to be
the bulwark of democracy.
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UBENFLOYMERT INSURANCE FUR NONPROFIT
ORGAMIZATIONS 15 BEISG PROFOSED °

(oe of the latest church-stata prodlexs is the
m-nmmnemuormngme-
employmsnt insurence to smployees of nonpwofit orgmm-
izatioms. In an sddress on Feb. 13, 1959, by Mawell
Byown, Assistant Secretary of Isbor, e trial bal-
loon vas sent up to test the reaction of various
groups to this propossl.

At present 80 per cent of all wvage ani salary
~workers are covered by unasploymsmt imgpurence. ILast
yoar banefits totalling almost $& billion serwved to
cushion the impact of unemployment. However, 13
million vorkers and their families are not now pro-
tected. Of thip mmber 1.3 wmillion are axcluded be-
cause they work for nonprofit esployers. Balf of
these work in hospitale and = third in schools.

This leaves 216,000 workers in other nonprofit cete-
gories,

A Look At The Arguments

Mr. Brown has atiempted to state thea argumemte
in favor of including workers in nonprofit organize-
tions. Some of thepe may have validity but sowe
also need careful study.

1., Be says these workere 40 the same kinde of
work and have the pame risks of unemploywent. This
peems to call for more analywis since schools and
hospitals mre not closely tied to the ups and downe
of our economy. .

2. He presenta figures to show that thase work-
erp bave “more employers” and less “year-round em-
ployment” than vorkers do on the avermge. These fi.
gures 4o not prove unemployment, Thay may repreeent
incidental vork by housewives and students, shifts
by nurses, and 9-wonth teaching contracts.

3. He sssumes that thase non-profit institu-
tions should help carry the risks of unemployment
caused by the fluctumtions im our ecomomy. The nseds
of the people must be met, he explained, so this
should be vieved as ¢ "cost of operating” charitable
searvice.

mhmwgm

4, Boms of these organimations exe im diyeet
compatition with profit.making institutioms which
pay this tax, be says. Just hov the schools smd
hospitals compete vith industry 1s not olear,

5., He argues that eince nom-profit organise.
tions are alresdy taxed for soms Jurposes this
would ot be & viclatios of the religious 11
of those wvho choose charitable wvork without this
protaction.

6. Elactive coverege hes not vorked, he empy,
Church-State Questions:

1. Tha proposal suggests that all charitable
vorkers be included sxcept ministars, rebbdie,
priests, and sembers of orders. Here sgain is
the moblem of discimination based oo religious
cetogeries. A church sducation worker would be
included because she woars an ordinary drese whils
another is excluded becmuse she has taken vowy and
vears nun's garb.

2. ihe term "non-profit organimatioa” is suchk s
broad term that it includas under one tent the agea-
cles such ss schools and boppitals vhich are closs-
1y related to commmity culture, together with thoms
wvhich need & complete freedom for & prophetic miaie-
try. What is desireble for hospital orderlies wmay
not be desirable for directors of religious sducatios.

3. Would such legielation sffect the patterss
of motivation with which people wvork im the orgami-
gations traditiomally focussed on himas wmlues aad
service?

k. ¥ould thie legislation limit the freedom of
such organizations in accepting the velhunteer amd
contributed services of people who want the satisfac-
tion of doing something for somsbody?

Thia proposal ia etill in the formative puriod.
These and other aspects of the idea should be stud-
ied¢ both from the viewpoint of providing for the
Physical peeds of people amd of preservimg the wal-
ues involved in free churches and a religiously free
people.
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