Court Strikes Down Parochiaid

WASHINGTON—The US. Supremec
Court here in a sweeping decision involving
five cases struck down laws in 1wo stales
that were designed to provide financial aid
to nonpublic, sectarian schools,

The Supreme Court invalidated as un-
constitutional laws in New York and Penn-
sylvania that provided aid tc private reli-
gious schools in a vanety of ways including
(1) funds for maintenance and recpairs of
facilities and equipment, (2} tuition reim-
burscment to parents in the low income
bracket who send (heir children to non-
public eclementary and secondary schools,
(3) income tax deductions for tuition paid
to parochial schools, and (4) across-the-
board tuition reimbursement to parents of
parochial school pupils.

The Count vote was 8-1 against public
funds for mainienance and repair in paro-
chial schools. The vote was 6-3 on the other
questions.

Justice Lewis F. Powell delivered the
opinion of the Court in both the New York
and Pennsylvania cases, in which he was
joined by Justices William J. Breanan, Wil-
Jiam O. Douglas, Potter Stewart, Thurgood
Marshall, and Harry A. Blackmun. Dis-
senters were Chief Justice Warren E. Bur-
ger and Justices William H. Rehnquist and
Byron R. White.

Burger and Rehnguist joined the majority
in the “maintenance and repair’ decision,
but White dissented on every decision,

in New York the siate granted $30 per
pupil in nonpublic schools, or $40 if the
facilities are more than 25 years old, for
maintenance and repair of facilitics and
cquipment to cnsure the student’s health,
welfare and safely.

The Supreme Count said that although
the stated purpose of such grants was 1o pro-
tect 1the healib, welfare and safety of pupils,
the primary cffect of such aid was to ad-
vance religion. Therefore, the provision vio-
lates the Establishment Clause of the First
Amendment, according to the Counl.

Anotber program in New York provided

reimbursement in part of tuition paid to
nonpublic schools by parents with an an-
nual taxable income of less than $5.000.
The amount of reimburscment was $50 per
grade school child and $100 per high
school student so long as those amounts did
not exceed 50 per cent of the actual tui-
tion paid.

The Court ruled this provision unconsti-
tutionat, even though the funds were deliv-
ered (o parents rather than to schools, be-
cause “the effect of such aid is unmistak-
ably 10 provide financial support for non-
public, sectarian institutions.”

A third New York program provided in-
come lax deductions for parents of* paro-
chial school pupils whose annual taxable in-
come exceeds the $5,000 level. This is a
vaniation of the “tax credit” proposals thas
have been advocated by those seeking pub-
fic funds for parochial schools.

To this provision the Supreme Coun said:
“The system of providing income tax bene-
fits 10 parents of children attending New
York's nonpublic schools also violates the
Establishment Clause because, like the tui-
tion rcimbursement program, it is not suf-
ficiently restricted to assure that it will not
have the impermissible effect of advancing
the soctarian activities of religious schools.™

The Pennsylvania law involved in the
Court test was the “Parent Reimbursement
Act for Nonpublic Education” This act
provides that public funds are to be paid to
parents who pay tuition for their children
10 attend the State’s nonpublic elementary
and secondary schools. Qualifying parents
were entitled to receive $75 for each de-
pendent enrolled in an ¢lementary school
and $150 for each dependent in high school.

The Supreme Court said that this pro-
gram has no constitutionally significant dif-
ference from the New York tition reim-
bursement program that was hcld unconsti-
tutional.

To the Pennsylvania tuition reimburse-
ment plan the Coumnt commented: “The

See, PAROCHIAID, page 7)
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Public School Prayer -
Issue Faces Congress

By Beth Hayworth

While the proponenta for a constitutional
prayer amendment are strengthening their
ranks aiming for action in the latter part of
the 93rd Congress, a coalition is moviog in
with reinforcements which it claims “will
2ve prayer back in the schools by Septem-

"

The coalition, Leadership Foundation,
Inc., is made up largely of women from
"four and a half million active groups” in
the nation, according Vo the Foundation.
The group is lobbying for legislation that
would circumvent the Supreme Court's mil-
ing 10 years ago this summer aguinst state-
sponsored prayers in public schools.

Leadership Foundation, Inc., a Washiog-
ton-based organization founded by Radio
and TV personality, Martha Rountres, is
crusading “against moral pollution.” Get-
ting prayer back in public schools is only

(Sce, PUBLIC SCHOOL, page 8)

Two Pamphlets Available

Two new pamphlets, published by
the Baptist Joint Committee on Pub-
lic Affairs, are available for the ask-
ing. Both are by James E. Woad, Jr.,
executive director of the Committee,

1. The Commitmeal and Wikmess of
Baptists in Public Aflairs.

This pamphlet is an abridgement of
Wood's inaugural address to the Bap-
tist Joint Commitice. He became the
third executive director September 1,
1972. The address was delivered 10
the October meeting of 1the Committee
in 1972. I sets forth the rationale and
policy position that Wood inlends to
follow as executive director.

2. Religious Liberty and the Bill of
Rights.

This pamphlet is the complete text
of an address delivered by Wood, No-
vember 8, 1972, 10 the 15th Religious
Liberty Conference sponsored by the
Baptist Joint Committee. It is a leamn-
ed discussion of religion, freedom and
the Amertcan Bill of Rights. Included
is an approach to the theological foun-
dations of religious liberty and the
Bill of Rights.

These pamphlets would be useful
for study groups, pastors’ conferences,
college or seminary classes, denomina-
tional gatherings, individval study.
They are free in limiteds quantity.
Larger orders should include postage
and. a small price. Write for informa-
tion to W, Barry Garrett, edilor, Re-
port From The Capital, 200 Mary-
land Ave., N.E., Washington, D.C.
20002,
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By Jamses E. Wood, Jr.

Ever since the Supreme Court's landmark
decision of January 22 op abortion (Roe v.
Wade and Doe v. Boiton), reaffirmed Feb-
ruwry 26, considerable attention has been
given, at both state and federal leyels, to
overturning the Court’s mlmg.

In summary, the Coort declared by a
vote of ¥ 1o 2 that “the nght to pmracy VY.
founded in the Four-
teenth Amendment’s
concept of personal
|lm « « . is broad
enough o epcom-
past a weman's de-
cizion whether or not
oterminateher
pregnancy.”

Admittedly, one of
the more cobtrover- |
sial ded:ionl handed
down_ by the U.S.

Court, the
decision, was nog, strictly speaking, the le-
galization of sbortion as such, nor 2 momak
sanction of abortion. Rather, the decision
waz an affirmation of the right of a woman
to this medical service, by and upon the
cou of a licensed physician, during the
first trimester of pregnancy (usually de-
fincd ms the first 13 weeks of gestation).

The decision in no way endorsed or rec-
ommended abortion nor in any way placed
anyone under obligation to perform or to
submit to this surgical procedure.

Nevertheless, in an obvious attempt to
mollify and nullify the Court’s decision, the
Senate on™ March 27 (S. 1136) and the
Hoose on May 31 (H.R. 7806) passed leg-
jsiation (Public Health Services Extension
Act) which would expressly sllow [ederally
built apd federally funded hospitals to re-
fuse medical services of abortion and sterili-
zation, even if recommended by the physi-
cian and requested by the patient, whenever
wmuch services are in conflict with the “reli-
gious beljafs or moral convictions” of the
medical institution. O June S, the Senate
agreed to the House amendments and, by
upanimous "vote, cleared the measure for
the White House. -

Such legislation raiscs serious questions
concerming the viability of the First Amend-
ment as it applies to the separation of church
and state and the free exercise of religion
on the part of those physicians and patients
who find these medical services to be com-

Wood

Page Two

Public Funds and Nonpublic;Hospitals

pictely harmonieus with their own “religious
beliefs for moral convictions.”

The absence of neutrality in this legisla-
tion is evident in view of the fact that the

abortion decision of the Supreme Court may

be regarded as genemally compatible with
positions taken by some of the major reli-
gious denominntions of America.

The General Synod of the United Church
of Christ in 1971 called “for the repeal of
all lega) prohibitions of physician-performed
abortions. This would take abortion out of
the realm of penal law and make voluntary
and medically safe abortions legally avail-
able to all women."”

The United Presbyterian Church in its
{84th General Assembly (1972) declared
“that women should have full freedom of
personal choice concerning the completion
or termination of.their pregnancies and that
the artificial or induced termination of preg-
nancy, therefore, should not be restricted by
law, except that it be performed under the
direction and control of a properly licensed
physician.”

A resolution adopted by the General Con-
ference of the Methodist Church affirmed,
"We urge . . . that church related hospitals
take the lead in eliminating those hospital
administrative restrictions on voluntary ster-
ilization and abortion which exceed the legal
requirements in their respective potential
jurisdictions, and which frustrate the intent
of the law where the law is designed to
make the decision for sterilization and abor-
tion largely or solely the responsibility of
the persons most concemed."'

A resolution adopted at the 1970 conven-
tion of the Lutheran Church of America
declared, "On the basis of the evangelical
ethic, a woman or couple may decide re-
sponsibly to seek an abortion.”

The American Baptist Convention in 1968
urged that legisiation be enacted 1o provide
that “the termination of a pregnancy to the
end of the twelfth week (first trimester) be
at the request of the individual{s) con-
cerned and be regarded as an elective med-
ical procedure governed by the laws regulat-
ing medical practice and licensure."”

In 197} the Southern Baptist Convention
adopted a resolution callihg "upon South-
ern Baptists to work for legislation that will
allow the possibility of abortion under such
conditions as rape, incest, clear evidence of
severe fetal deformity, and carefully ascer-
tained evidence of the likelihood of damage

to the emotional, mental, and physical hum:
of the mother.”

Regardless of one’s own moral or reli-
gious views on abortion and ster{lization, the
Jegidlation cited here must be viewed as
incompatible with the American tradition
of public coatrol snd. public interest as &
necessary accompaniment to the appropria-
tion of public funds. The legislation is &
violation of the separation of church and
state in permitting publicly funded church
hospitals to refuse\o perform medical serv-
ices declared not to be pyohibited by the
U.S. Supreme Court.

Furthermore, this legislation ia & denisl
of the rights of jndividual citizzns, most of
whom are reported to support the Supreme
Courts decision according to a recent Harris
poll. Both physicians and patients will be
denied any freedom of choice with regard
to these medical services in those publicly
funded medical institutions which refuse to
permit these medical services to be per-
formed.

To permit publicly funded hospitals to
choose to ignore a decision of the U.S. Su-
preme Court is a serious departure from
American principle and practice in church-
stale relations. It is 10 deny the right of pa-
tienty to receive and the right of doctors to
perfarm these services, when in conflict with
the stated policy of the religious beliefs or
moral convictions of a publicly supported
hospital.

In numerous cities and counties of Amer-
ica which have po public or general hos-
pital, where the only hospitals available are

{See, PUBLIC FUNDS, page 8)
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REACTION TO COURT DECISION (see page 1 for story) ON AID TO PAROCHIAL SCHOOLS

S Al e

JAMES E. WOOD, JR., executive director of Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affaira: “Along with
its decisions of June 1971, the United States Supreme Court has for the second time reaffirmed
the impermissibility of public funds, direct or indirect, to church schools as a guarantee of the
First Amendment of the separation of church and state. While clearly consistent with its pre-
vious decisions prohibiting public funds to church schools, the Court in these decisions of
June 25; 1973, has sustained the inviolability of the no-establishment clause of the Rirst Amend-
ment."

FLORENCE FLAST, vice chairman of PEARL, the group which brought the suit in New York, chal-
lenging the State‘s parochiaid laws of 1970 and 1972: "The Court's rulings are the most far-
reaching and significant to be handed down since the historic decisions of June 1971 which voided
attempts by various states to finance secular education in religious schools. They may be
viewed as a major victory for religious freedom and church-state separation and for the public

schools which face increasing financial difficulties from the siphoning off of education dollars
for nonpublic schools.”

ARFOoOTTYERETS
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BISHOP JAMES $. RAUSCH, general secretary of the U, S, Catholic Conference: The conference
"“is in fundamental disagreement" with the high court's decision, He said the Court’s reliance
on the argument of “divisiveness” amounts to a "gag rule for religion (that) is not tolerabie in a
free society.” The USCC issued a fighting statement: “Supporters of nonpublic education,

church-related and otherwise, will now redouble their efforts to maintain and strengthen their
schools, "

=
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FR. ALBERT C. KOOB, president of the National Catholic Educational Association: "We cannot

believe that the doctrine of separation of church and state was ever intended by our forefathers
to be interpreted in this manner."

GLENN L. ARCHER, executive director of Americans United for Separation of Church and State;
"There is now no way that churches or their schools can receive direct government support.
The door is slammed shut, as our forefathers intended, We hope that this will end the drive
for unconstitutionsl aid for church institutions, "

RELVYESYEA -
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| DAVID MUTCH, staff correspondent of The Christian Science Monitor: "The future of state aid to
parochial schools in the United States - - a concept favored by che Nixon administration -- now N
n. looks bleak,.., It seems clear to many observers now that a majority of the present court s

00 firmly opposed to any legislative action that would bridge the constitutional gap between church
ve and state.”

PAUL FREUND, constitutional scholar of Harvard University: Three decisive Supreme Court
rulings June 25 on state aid to church schools “looks like the end of the line."
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Major Proposals for National Health Insurance Currently Before the 93rd Congress

r

HEALTH SECURITY
& 3 LR 22.2Y)

MEDICREDIT
S 444) (AR 2123)

HEALTH CARE SIRVICES
@R 1)

HWEALTH CARE
(3. 1108) (LR 31209)

CATASTROPHIC HEALTH
INBURANCE @& 1416

NATIONAL HEALTH
INSURANCE PARTNERNIP

Univarsal compmbeteive btallh @sur-
ance for all US. residenis.

Voluttary income taa plac. Tax credits
w partially ofmt comt of qualifed
private bealth msurmnce. Amoust aof
credil gradualed  Medicars  reiningd,
Medicaid eliminated.

Compreheasive beallh cam towefis for
all resxdeou of tha mabon throumgh 3
reorpanized and coordinatd teealth cys-
Ien.

Tax punaites Ko cmployery faltiag m
h broad dard

;li'm Secalth insurance for poor, atar-
poar, and uninsarables through povers-
menl-subvidized sule iowmoce poola

Cotasirophlc hesh imsyremot for aH
ptraoms pow inmred under Saciad
Security, plus (pouscy xmd dependent
children.

Family Heakh Inssrznce Plan (FHIP)

orance
ployed persocs uder €S,

Benefits cover the entire range of per-
soprl health cwe mrvices including
prevention  and  early  delaction  of
disease, care and trealmeni, and medi-
“eal rehabilinsion. Thare srt no cutofl
datey, no ro-insorance, no deduclibles,
no wailing periads. Some |mitations oo
adule denral care, peychisnic care,
nursing bome care, and drugs. Provides
pilct project beaefit for home care for
chronically i) and wped.

A “qualificd™ policy would offer iamnr.
mnce againil 4he cxponses Of ilness,
aubject to deductibles, co-pay and |im-
itions. Benefla include paymeots for
doclor and hospltals, aod deotm) sery-
ices for children nged 2-6

Houpits| and doclor bemafin woukd io-
clods insurance ageinal oosl of Cute-
mrophic lltness. Sgecisl tooefits would
be provided far childrun wp to aga 12:
medical, denlal, eye car. Ouipslienl
care would be emphasizad Frimary cc-
linace would be on locl aad sate
Facilitien

Phamd-in beoefitn. Physicinms mervioes
(office, hame, mod health facility),
Jebormiary and X-may enpcoscs, geommal
and puychialric hospital services (in-
and outpalienl), home heal(h servioes,
dental care for chikdren, prescription

Covered servicss same wn Purt A amd
B of Modicare ercapl thery woald b
na upper limil an bospitsl days. Bene-
fita paysble osly afer 60th day of
howpitalization und afusc pathent in-
curs $2000 in other medical expenses.

druga, and phic ilines

Mast of theso are subject (0 1izable de-
duclible  and  co-ilsumnce  requine-
ments.

Co vequired up W & femily
Muximem of $1000,

NHISA Tequirs emploen © offer
mimmel bealth insmranoe W0 employocs.
Huic bealth care pln inclode mps-
ticm bowphial, physicien, snd other
services with heavy dacductible sed co-
pay end wellchild care with @0 co-
puy. FHIP pravides limived ambaisiory
and institotions) carm (W dayy), wich
deductibles amd copay for =l but
Poores!,

Health Security Truxt Fund derived as
30% from genera) tax rev-
enne; JB% from & 3.5% tax on em-
ployer payrol); 12% from a 1% 1ax
on the Brul $15.000 of individual is-
come: 2% from & 2.5% wmx os the
firmi 515,000 of self<mployment in-

The government wauld pay all premi-
wm lur the deatitite—individush and
ilb no i 1ux lishil-
ity. For olber, the rovemment would
pay beiwsen 10% and 9%, bamed an
family or individua) income. It woukd
PaY cveryope's pretium  for  cata-
Hrophic cxpanme coverage. Covernge
would be provided through privam
beahh inpusance. Enrolimeat io prepaid
Atoups woukd be permitlad

FEmploycrs would be required 10 pur
chase for (heir emplaysts a compee-
bennive kevel of heuln. nmn N [

Genern] mevenucs and Social Security.
Tax inceatiwes to encourage purchase
of imurance policies (individual and

T5% of \he
st Health Care Coan-nm would be
entitled © = 10% foderal subsidy oo
their heallh insurance premiyms. Health
scrvices for the aged would contimus o
be financed 1throwph m combination of
the Social Sacuority lases and geseral
foderal revenmes

100%  tax-
doductible if covermge mesly fedaral
saadacds). Very PO pay 00 phami-
wma, Near-poos pay increasing smousis;
balance financed hy federnl (up to
50% ) mnd state general revenucs

Socipl Security fimancmg with & D.Jl

Tncrease la Social Security lax base Jor
NHISA em-

Iax on e firw $9.000 of empk
waga and & 09% tax ow cmplays
payrol] (st $9.000 of each employes's
eamings).

ployer mq\mlﬂ o pay #5% of cw
ployess covernge the At 13 yomrw,
75% Inereafier, pmplayss pays bal-
ancx, FHIP paid from feders! peneral
reveanues,

an 41-man Health Insurnocs

HFW, Policy-making. ﬁvn—ﬂmbﬂ full
lme Health Security Board wnhwd

Advisory Board, igcluding the HFW

Would establith a new Depurtment
of Health headed by a Cabinot-level
Sen:un- of Health. Siste heallh com-

by the Presidest, Fuld sdmiai
l.hwu:h ien HEW reposs wod ap-
100 health sub Ad-
vhory counclls a1 al) |eveds with (he
majority of membera represenling con-
sumers. Single aationa! Adancing ays-
pluralism in or
and delivery of heslth services.

Sccretary and ixc IRS Commixsionet.

oot
in the employ of the US., shall be ap-
palnted by oe ynder ihe direction of
an MD or DO

would impl federal leg-
itlalion aod repularions and would
develop siste plung, cubjedt to approval
by Secretary of Health Rill also pro-
vides for creatios of Health Care
Corporalioes {HOC), commumity-
based, mol-for-profi, poivade of govern-
mental ongnitations

Coundil af Health Palicy Advisom es-
tablighed to coordinate [aderal health
prograns. Propram subxidizes mod re-
Inins privale health insorance carvien
wilh some mpervitian by siate imur
ance oothmistleners. Mare controb on
imsurers

Through Social Security Admisistra-
tion umng carrien aad iatenmedincies
a in Medicare

Privale beslid insurmnce indwtry -
wined attd finuncially supparied. Medi-
care und parta of Medicaid relsined
with modificatiaas.

CONCEPY
BENEFIT
PATTERN
FINANTING
follows.
ome. «
ADMINISTRATION  Publicly ad
lem
QUALITY

Estahlishes qualily comtrol commiasion

and oational wandards for pdcupﬂmx
and

Reguiation of major surgery “and eer-

lain olher mpecialisl mervices; nations)

for continuing educatian.

The Depariment of Heakh would mst
buic standands for care and establish-
ing the soope of health amernace bene-
fits for all. It would bave faal autbority
Over program  activilies sl lhe dam
fevel,

Federnl 1ax leverage ured Io briag ia-
mrpnce bepefin and covermge op W
2cw federal standards.

Esablihmeat of Profewsoasl Stand-
ards Review Orguaiation (PSROm) ta
review beallh mmramcon sad HMO
enntmcts und quallty standerds.

fare the advent of Medicare In 1966 ihe

the coat of hausing.™

Bapuists, in ta Jesus'

the Nati

Heslth Insurance Partnenbip

Health Insurance and Church-State Probletns

Ry Jahn W. Baker

The Unitad States iv id the midst of &
many fsceled critis in health care. The as-
peet of the cridis beal known to Amencans
ia the sapidly inflating cost involwed in a
health care delivery aysiem.

Hoepilal crats have fisen. Doctor bills
bave risen. The premiuma on hoapitalization
aod heallh insurance have tisen 10 kesp
pact. The averagt wage earner pow works
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one month each year to pay for health care
and health insurance bills.

1n 1950 perwonel health care spending in
the United Siales 1otaled $12 billion, repre-
senting 4.6 per cenl of the groa nationd
product. In 1972 spending for health care
toisled $83.4 billion which represenied 7.6
per cenl of the gross national product.

Even the elderly pay more monecy an-
nually for healib care now 1han they did be-

elderly paid 3309 per capila fot personal
health care. In 1972 1hey paid $404—in-
cluding the average $67 Medicare premiums.

Accarding to Alfred C. Neal of the Com-:
miltee for Economic Development the iagg:
usl element of the increased coits can be
antributed 1o inflation. Neal stated that the
rale of inflation in medical costs vince 1960

“has averaged well over half again as much
a1 tha of copsnmer prices lenerally. nd
has even ded 1he male of i in

Report Fram The Capital

The Nixon Administration, the Health In-
sutane Association of Amenca, the Ammer-
ican Haspilal Associalion, the American
Madics! Association, labor unions, churches,
and eantumer groups have all agreed on the
necessity of xame form aof pations! heaih
insurence progzam. Jenerally, they have
nat been whle 1o agree on a single pragram.
Henez, there are 8 number af prapoaals
which are briefly summarizad in the chan
above.

July-August 1973

and cammand, sre ministering 10 the bealth
needs of a varicly of peaple by praviding
haspinals, clinics, pursing homes, day cars
far the elderdy, care for the mentally re-
tarded, ¢1c. There seem (o be clear indica
tians thal the 93rd Congress will complete
aclian an » nalianat health insurance bill by
the end af 1974. The form which that hill
1skes canld have far-reaching effects on the
scape of our munistries,

The Nizan Administration has intzoduced

pragram hut has nal beea particularly sctiva
in promating it in Congress. This plan and
the Ameri Medical Assaci 's Medi-
credit plnn wauld pmwd: minimal pmltu.
tions utilizing private i
Most of lhe Washingion affices of Prol.
extant, Cathalic, and Jawish denaminatiany
have joined with lahor, socis] welface, snd
groups in ing the Healch
Security Act. Thia in the mont comprehen-
(See, HEALTH, page 1)
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TO FIGHT ANTI-CATHOLICISM

A rcceatly formed national *'Catholic
League for Religious and Civil Righis” was
launched in Washington, D.C. “to protect
Catholics and their Church against defama-
tion, to defend our religious and moral val-
ues against ridicule and abuse on radio, tel-
evision and in the press, and lo defead the
religious and civil rights of al Catholics,”
sccording to Virgil C. Blum, S. )., presi-
dent.

The stated purpose of the new Catholic

agency, which claims to be an indépendent
agerky with no official, relationship (0 the
U.S. Catholic Conference is .ralher broad.
It is t0 .protect the religious and civil righa
of Catholics and othens as eapressed in the
Declaration of Independence and the US.
Constitution, 10 inform Catholic people
lboul discriminatory practices agninst Cath-
olics, and 10 engage in activities 10 counter
anti-Catholicism in the US.A.
. Specifically the Catholic Leaguc is se1-
tling oul to edvance Catholic views on abor-
fion, to protest against immorality, drug
abuse, pomography, and 1o advance the idea
of the nights of parents to direct the educ#-
tion of their chitdren. Other objectives of
the Cgttiolic League will be to protect “ihe
nghits” of individuals and institulions to
practice medicine according to conscience
and to defend “the right” of institutions to
determine their religious orieMiation and to
enforce their own employment policies.

High on the priority list of objectives
will be 10 obtain public funds for Cathotic
schools.

The Catholic Leagre views itsell as sim-
ifar to the Jewish Anti-Defamation League
and the National Association for the Ad-
vancemeni to Colored People.

in a tetter to subscribers of selected Cath-
. olic papers soliciting financial support of the
Catholic Lelsue Fr. Blum wrote: “Today
there is a |urge of anti-Cathelicism in Amer-
ica, The Cathotic League is the only group
that is organized Lo stem this lide. The times
are highly critical for the Chusch and for
Catholics. Our task is enormous. We need
your help and we need it now, so that we
cah better serve you in Washington, D.C.
and throughout the oation.”

&he new organization has declarcd its
readiness to do battle with two others which
it cobsiders to be “the aloat staunchly anti-
Catholic,” namely, Americans United for
Separation of Church and Siate and the
Amesican Civil Liberties Union. -~

The Catholic League has already pub-
lished lsrge ads in the Washington Post and
the New. York Times, possibly other pa-
pers, raising the. question of suppression of
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Catholic religious freedom by the U.S. Su.
preme Court, and asking readers for con-
teibutions to support the League.

MINIMUM WAGE ADVANCES

WASHINGTON-—On June 6, the House
of Representatives approved and sent to the
Scnate a bill (H. R, 7935) that will eventu-
ally increase the federal minimum wage to
$2.20 an hour for all workers covered by
the Fair Labor Standards Act and extend
coverage of the law 10 abovl 5 million fed-
eral, state and local government cmployees
and to about 1 million domestic houschold
workers.

Besides \he aew extensions in coverage,
the bill would incressc the present mini-
mumms as follows: more than 34 mitlion non-
agricultural workers covered by thal law be-
fore 1966 (the last time the taw was amend-
ed) would have their minimum reised from
$1.60 an hour to $2 immediately, and then
to $2.20 an hour July [, 1974; for those
workers first covered in 1966, the minimum
would go to 51.80 an hour July 1, 1974,
for those workers first covered i 1966, the
minimum would g¢ to $1.80 an hour at
ance, 10 $2 on July 1, 1974 and to $2.20
on July 1. 1975. For about 535,000 agricul-
tural workers, the increases would go from
the present $5.30 an hour to $1.60 imme-
diatcly; to $1.80 in 1974, to $2 in 1975 and
1o 32.20 oo July 1, 1976.

FAMILY PLANNING SERVICES

WASHINGTON-—Proposed  regulations
imposing financial penalties eslablished by
Congress for States which fail to provide
certain groups with family planning serv-
ices have been set forth in the June 21 issuc
of Federal Register. Persons or groups wish-
ing to make comment, suggestions or objec-
tions have until July 23, 1971 to do so.

Such comments must be mude in writing
1o Administrator, Social and Rehabilitation
Service, Department of HE.W. 330 Inde-
pendence  Ave., SW, Washington, D.C.
20201, The proposed regulations, Wwhen
amended and finalized, will have the effect
of law.

The regulations are made to carry out
provisions of Public Law 92-603, ia) Se-
curity Amendments of 1972. Among other
things they would require States to:

* Furnish family planning services to
present and former recipients of aid to fam-
ilies with dependent children;

& Permit Stales 10-deny or discontinue
assistance to aged, blind or disabled persons
who have been out of the State for more
than 90 days, until they have been back in
the State for a specified period of time;

* Permit States to chacge for the cost of
reproducing State program manualy and
other policy issuances made available to in-
dividuals, agencics, or organizations;

¢ Provide for Federal financial participa-
tion in rent payments to public housing
agencics on behalf of ncedy aged, bhind, or
disabled recipienis;

® Permit States (specifically Arizona)
that have no Medicaid program (under Ti-
tle XIX of the Social Security Act) to con-
tinue providing care in Intermedinte Care
Fucilities with Federat matching supplied
under Titte X1 of the Act.

PUBLIC FUNDS AND PUBLIC POLICY

WASHINGTON—Objections ta  pro-
poscd legislation that would allow tax-sup-
ported institutions to prohibit the perform-
ance of abortions and sterilizations were
voiced here May 30 by a coalition of reli-
gious and women’s groups.

The law has since been enacted by Con-
gress and signed by the Peesident.

In a press conference in the United Meth-
odist Building, the groups supported the
portion of House Bill 7806 which would
protect doctors and others from being com-
pelled to participate in such procedures con-
trary 1o their religious beliefs. But they
strongly criticized other provisions which
would allow an “entity” such as a hospital
administrator or board to deny total health
care through control of facilitics and staffs.

The statement read by A. Dudley Ward,
general secretary of the United Methodist
Board of Church and Society, said the pro.
visions would “unfairly favor the religious
beliefs of one or a few groups at the expense
of the religious beliefs and professional com-
mitments of health care personnel” and po-
teatial pauents.

Particularly in areas served only by reli-
gious|y-affiliated hospitals, the bill would
permil thent to receive federal funds “while
eflectively denying total health care” to the
community, it was said, thus “undermining
the Supreme Court’s recent decisions™ on
abortion.

Ward said the group was concerned not
only that the doctors nol be required to
perform abortions but also that they not be
prohibited from it by lack of facilities or
staff privileges.

The United Methodist board joined in
the statement along with such groups as Na-
tional Council of Jewish Women, United
Church of Christ Board of Homeland Min-
istries, American Bagptist Division of Social
Ministries, YWCA, Planned Parenthood,
Women's Lobby, National Organization for
Women and Women's Equity Action League.
{UMC)
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WITNRSSES BANNED IN KENYA

NAIROBI—Kenyn ia the second African

country ¢ ban the Jehovah's Witnessea,
The banning order published in the govern-
ment listed six other sects and so-
cieties also prohibited,
. Eadlier this month Minister of Home Af-
fairs Daniel Arap Moi said freedom of
worship was enshrined in the Kenyan con-
stitution. But “there is no room in Kenya
for those who create panic in the country
under the pretext of religion”.

First country to ban the Witnesses was
Malawi, from which thousands fled 10 neigh-
boring Zambia claiming they had been per-
secuted and beaten. (EPS)

CHURCH-STATE IN ZAIRE

KINSHASA—Church-State relations in
Zaire enteced a new phase this month with
the publication of a communiqué from the
Department of Political Affairs which or-
dered an end to the activities of the per-
manent committee of Roman Catholic bish-
ops and forbad all religious meetings with
the exception of mass and confession. Other
religious gatherings are regarded as clandes-
tioe and therefore illegal,

Further it is stipulated that meetings can
only be held “within the framework of the
activities of the Popular Movement of the
Revolution and the JMPR,” its youth
branch. Severe punishment will be meted
out 1o those who disregard the decision of
the political burcav.

The latest action is in tine with earlier de-
cisions affecting the churches. Last Novem-
ber the government disbanded church youth
groups and the beginning of March it sus-
pended 31 religious journals. (EPS)

FOUR BAPTISTS SENTENCED

MOSCOW—A court in Byelorussia has
sentenced four “evangelical Baptists" to pris-
on terms for giving children illegal religious
instruction, according to the newspaper
Sovetskaya Byelorussia. The four are Lidiya
Korzhanets, Nina Masyuk, Yevgeni Silchu-
kov and Jvan Trukhan. They had been tried
in Soligbrsk.

Although all religious communitics are
required by law to register with the siate,
the four belonged 0 an unvegistered sect.
Silchukov had served a prison term begin-
ning in 1967 for encouraging Baptists (o
break the law. Upon his release in 1970 he
became head of the unregistered sect. (EPS)

RESOLUTION ON GOVERNMENT

LINCOLN, Neb.—In a “statement of im-
mediate concern” on the Watergate affair,
delegates to the biennial convention of
American Baptist Churches in the USA
here called on President Nixon to “provide
leadership 1hat is open, direct, snd honest.”

The resolution, which was adopted by a
vote of 892-69, also asked Congress to “re-
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Health Insurance and Church-State Problems

v {Continued from pege 3)
sive of the proposals which have any possi-
bility of being passed by Congress.

The Court's position that public funds
should not be used to advance or inhibit re-
ligion Jeads to the question of whether a
public health insurance program, which will
pay for health services performed by institu-
tions under the control of religions groups,
violates that position. The answer, then, be-
comes important to Baptists and their inati-
tutions.

It is impostant 1o stress that all of the
proposed plans are insurance plans. Some
of the proposals would rely primarily on ex-
isting privaie underwriters and other pro-
posals would make health iasurance the re-
sponsibility of public agencies. Emphasis is
placed on the fact that premiums would be
paid by individuals, employer, and, in some
cases, by the government. Payments would
be made to medical practitioners and hoapi-
tals on the same basis that they are now.

There seems to be no indication that a
church-state issue would arise simply be-
cause checks came to institutions from pub-
lic rather than private sources. There have
been no church-state complications in the
Medicare and Medicaid programs and it is
logical to assume that heglth servicea to a
wider clienlele would not violate separation
of church and state.

If an entirely public insurance system is
established and goverament agencies admin-
ister the program, they will probably estab-
lish standards of quality and performance
for all participating institutions. However,

all of these institutions are currently subject
10 state licensing and subsequent regulstion,
It is generally conceded that such ]

has not violated the of church
and state. The First Amendment would etill
tanglement of church and state.

It is conceivable that & church-state prob-
lem dould arise if the government, as the
carrier of the public bealth insurance poli-
cies, attempted to use payments to control
the religious character of the participating
institutions. However, the Comtitution ex-
presaly forbids government laking such ac-
tions, and attempts by public administrators
to alier the religious character of the institu-
tions would be summarily dismissed by the
courts.

Church-state problems bave arisen in the
past over such issues as governmental funds
for building scctarian hospitals apd the
rights of those hospitals 1o refuse to provide
moedical services when those services violate
the religious beliefs of the sponsoring de-
nomingtion. However, none of the pending
legislation raises problems of a similar na-
ture. Often potentiel religious liberty ques-
tions arise when government and the ¢hurch-
es cooperate on programs. This program of
insurance does not mppear (o raise the itsue
of separation of church and state.

If, as scems evideut, some form of na-
tional heaith insurance is coming, Baptists
individually and Baptist institutions should
remain informed about the propossls and
should act as they feel their interests de-
mand.

asgert jts leadership role in the initiation
and development of government policy” and
urged all Americans "“10 participate in the
democratic process by voting and making
their expectations known to elected and ap-
pointed government officials.”

Earlier, in an address to the convention,
Scn. Mark O. Hatfield (R., Ore.} denounced
what he said was a “political maxim" that
one should never admit wrongdoing. “Now
that may be wise politics,” he said, “bat it's
terrible Christianity.”

DATA BANK DISCOVERED

WASHINGTON-—Sen. Sam J. Ervin (D.,
N.C.) has announced his discovery of “the
ultimate in governmental data banks,” main-
tained by the Office of Emergency Prepared-
ness but containing secret information ac-
cessible only to the White House. This secret
White House data bank unearthed by Ervin
conlains information on some 5,000 persons
which is *“utilized and kept current on 2 reg-
ular basis by authorized specialists in the
Personnel Operations element of the White
House stafl. No other agencies or individu-
als have access to these files, according to
the OEP. Ervin denounced such surveillance
of private citizens by government.

Parochiaid

{Continued from page 1)

State has singled out a class of its citizens
for a special economic beaefit. Whether
that benefit be viewed simply as a tuition
subsidy, as an incentive to parents to sead
their children to sectarian schools, or as a
reward for having done so, at bottom its
intended consequence is to preserve and
support religion-oriented institutions.”

In disallowing tuition reimbursements,
the Court drew a distinction between this
and earlier rulings related to other types of
benefits for parochial school pupils. It said,
“We think it is plain that this is quite un-
like the sort of ‘indirect’ and ‘incidental'
benefits that flowed to sectarian schools
from programs aiding all parents by sup-
plying bus transportation and secular text-
books for their children. Such benefits
were carefully restricted to the purely sec-
ular side 'of church-affiliated institutions and
provided no special aid for those who had
chosen to support religiouvs schools. Yet
such aid approached the ‘verge’ of the con-
stitutionally impermissible.”
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church-owned and church-oporated, this
legislation will mean that medical services
of abortion and serilization may be “ex-
presdly denied all citizens even tholUgh the
hospitals in these Jocalitics may have been
built and are still beavily supported by pub-
tic funds. As approved by Congreas the leg-
islation forbids “any court or any public
official” from compelling any hospital 1o
“make its facilitiea available for the per-
formance of any sterilization procedure or
abortion.”

Undeastandably, strong objection) to this
legislation has already gome from » number
of organizations, incduding the Division of
Social “Ministries of the American Baptist
Churches, the United Methodist Board of
Church and Society, the Board of Home-
land Ministries of the Uniled Church of

" Public Fugds and Noneublic Hospitals

Christ, and the Natiofial Council of JTewish
Women, 1o name a few.

By this legislation Congress ‘is ignoring
neutrality in matters pertaining to religious
beliefs and moral convictions of individual
patienis and physzicians. In effect, it ia giving
full sanction to the right of publicly funded
hospitals to determine the availability of
medical services based solely upon the moral
and religious views of the medical institu-
uon. As approved, the legislation clearly
favors the moral and religious views of one
group over others,

Those who take seriously the implications
of the First Amendment canoot have it both
ways: one way for public funds and nonpub-
lic schools and another for public funds and
nonpublic hospitals. The issue here is not
one of abortion or sterilization per se, but
religious liberty, human rights, and the sep-
aration of church and state.

»

Public School Prayer Issue Faces Congress

(Contimwed from page 1)
one of several goals of Mrs. Rountree’s cru.
sade “1o right the wrongs in our country.”,

The group has formulated proposed leg-
islation tb remove the appellate power of
the-U'S. Supreme Court over prayer and
Bible reading in the public schools, The
measure coild be pazsed with only 8 simple
majority rather than the two-thirds majority
required for a constitubonal amendment
Spokeswomen for the Foundation say the
legislaion “would not interfere™ with efforts
for a constitutional prayer amendment
which, if approved by Congress, could lake
up to seven years for matification by three.
fourths of the states.

The suggesied 33-word proposal reads:
“Be it enacted that the Supreme Court of
the United Staies shall not have jutisdiction
1o enfer any judgment, decree or onrder, de-
nying of Pstraining, as unconstitutional,
voluntary prayer in any public school,”

The proposal had not yet been introduced
in Congress at the time of this writing. A
spokeswoman for the coalition said at press
time that response in Congress was “coming
along real well” and that the legislation will
be intreduced “when we have all our sup-
pgrt lined up . . . because we don’t wam to
leave anyone out.”

Whep pews of the different strategy was
announced in Washington, the execulive di-
rector of the Baptist Joint Commitiee on
Public Affairs, James E. Wood, Jr., issued
a siatement describing the suggested legis-
lation as “unnecessary and dangerous to the
copcepl of a free pociety.”

Such a proposa), Wood declared, “must
be viewed as . . . an abridgement of the
First Amendmeat, and ip 8o way an aid to

real, meaningful prayer.
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“It is lamentable that after a decade
since the historic decisions of the U.S. Su-
preme Court onf state-sponsored prayers
{(Engel v. Vitale and Abdington Schoo! Dis-
trici v, Schempp) that so many Americans
still have failed to understand either the
limits or the reasoning of the Court’s deci-
sions,” Wood said.

“This,~in apite aof the facl,” Wood con-
tinved, “that the Court clearly did nor
rule out religion from the curriculum of the
public schools, but, in effect, affirmed that
the public school is not a place for worship
but for learning.”

Wood pointed out further thal the new
proposal does not have the support of most
major religious groups in the country.

Many of the same prayer amendment ad-
vocates iy Congress apparently are support-
ing the coslition’s approach. At a May
meeting of Leadership Foundation, Inc.,
Senators Howard Baker (R., Tenn.) and
Richard S. Schweiker (R., Pa.} and Rep.
Chalmers Wylie (R., Ohio) were among
the handful of congressional teaders present
for pants of the two-day program. Wylie
sponsored the unsuccessful effort in the
House of Representatives in the 92nd Con-
gress to get a prayer amendment approved.
Baker and Schweiker are presently the lead-
ing spokesmen in the Senate for a schoal
prayer amendrent,

Meanwhile, on June 17, the 10th anni-
versary of the Supreme Court's decision
banning state-sponsored prayers in public
schools, a small baad of lawmakerz ob-
served “National Rededication Day" in the
Congress, at the call of Sen. Baker. Five
senators, in addition to Baker and Schweik-
er, made speeches or submitted statements
critical of the Court's rule on prayer. In

the House of Representalives mine oon-
gressmen responded with atatementa of sup-
port for a school prayer amendment,

The Schweiker amendment reads: “Noth-
ing contained in this Constitution shall pro-
hibit the sevoral stetes and the Bistrict con-
stituting the seat of government of the
United States from providing for voluntary
prayer in the public schools of thst jusisdic-
tion, nor shall it abridge the fight of per-
sons Jawfully assembled in any public build-
ing to participate in voluntary prayer.”

The Senate has six prayer ameadment
proposals al this writing. The House has 36.
Many of the measures have several spon-
sors. Schweiker's resolution, for example,
has 28 co-sponsors.

Several observations can be made about
the school prayer issue.

1. Though the congressional numbers are
smail now, the movement could become a
steamraller when the political pressures build
in an election year. Grassroots pressure is
powerful and, congressmen say, it is plenti-
ful in the case of pleas for “our children 1o
be able to pray in schoois.”

2. The U.S. Catholic Conference, earier
allied with most major Protestant and Jew-
ish groups in opposition 1o a prayer amend-
ment, is now searching for an altermative
method of allowing prayer in public schools.
If the USCC supports the legislation spoo-
sored by Leadership Foundation, Inc., this
would add strength to congressional efforts
to get it approved

1. The Baptist Joint Committee on Pub-
lic Affairs is convinced that the Firat Amend-
ment to the U.S. Constitution is adequate
protection for the free exercise of religion.
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