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FCC Acts Quickly

Rejects Religious Broadcasting Petition

By Stan Hastey

WASHINGTON—The Federa)l Com-
munications Commission (FCC) unani-
mously rejected a petition by 1wo Califor-
nia men seeking a frecze on applications
for educational television and FM radio
channels by religious organizations,

The FCC decision on the petition is sub-
ject to appeal. A Washiagton attorney who
represents the petitioners, Jeremy D.
Lansman and Lorenzo W. Milam, said
here that he does not know whether his
clients will appeal.

The unanimous decision by the federal
agency, which regulates the nation's air-
waves, follows an avalanche of public
reaction, both through the mail and over
the telephone. The FCC noted in a press
release, however, that ‘“1the vast majority

of letters were premised on the mistaken
view that the petition proposed to ban alt
religious broadcasting, which was not the
case.”’

An officer in the public information de-
partmeat of the agency said that estimates
on the pieces of mail received ranged from
70,000 to 700,000. In addition, he said,
the agency has received ‘thousands’ of
protest telephone calbls.

He emphasized, nevertheless, that most
of the mail and calls demonstrated a luck of
knowledge about the petition. His evalua-
tion is consistent with that of staff mem-
bers of the Baptist Joint Commiitee on
Public Affairs here, who have also been
deluged with inquiries about the petition.

John W. Baker, associate director in

(Sec, PETITION, p. 7)

Debunking the Rumors

Exposes False Rumors about Astronauts

By John W. Baker

WASHINGTON—No, Madalyn Murray
O’Hair, the well known atheist, is not cir-
culating a petition to NASA to stop the as-
tronauts from praying or reading the Bible
in ouler space.

No, Mrs. O'Hair is not petitioning the
FCC 1o stop religious radio and TV broad-
casting.

Somebody is crying **Wolf!”" Many un-
factual circulars are being distributed
across the country calling for letters which
supposedly are needed to *‘Stop Madalyn
Murray O'Hair.”* The circulars assert: (1)
that Mrs. O'Hair is rencwing her earlier
campaign to have the astronauts publicly

censured for reading from the book of
Genesis on December 24, 1968, and/ar (2)
that Mrs. O'Hair somehow is abaut to have
boih prayers and the mention of God
banned from radio and TV,

Mrs. O'Hair is not reopening her chal-
lenge to the rcading of the Bible over the
radio by astronauts on space flights. Mrs.
O'Hair is not involved, either directly or
indirectly, in a petition (RM-2493) now
before the Federal Communications Cam-
mission. This petition regquests the FCC
not to grant additional new educational
non-commercial FM or TV channels to be
vsed exclusively for religious broadcast-
tng.

i {Sec, ASTRONAUTS, p. 6)
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Supreme Court: Action,
Inaction Policy Seen

By Stan Hastey

WASHINGTON—Actions by the U.S.
Supreme Court in its just-concluded term
can be described as a ““avixed bag" in the
arcas of church-state relations and hutman
rights.

On the positive side, the high court is-
sued its most definitive decision to date
opposing state aid to parochial schaols,
stood firmly by its cantroversial 1973 abor-
tion position, and agreed to hear a case
next term which should go a leng way in
deciding the validity of state aid to nonpub-
lic colleges and universities.

On the other hand, the court disup-
pointed many observers by holding over
any decision on the constitutionality of the
deuth penalty and by refusing ta clarify its
ambiguous stance on obscenity and por-
nography.

By its tendency 1o avoid muking tough
decisions and issuing opinions instead
based on procedural questions, the Burger
court is steadily gaining a reputation for
acting definitively only when absolutely
necessary. Some, including former Presi-
dent Richard M. Nixan, have calied such 2
judicial posture *'strict constructionism.””
Others see it, instead, as obstructionism.™

The contrast with the Supreme Court
under the leadership of the late Chief Jus-
tice Earl Warren is incvitable. Whereas
that court jumped at the opportunity to
confront controversial questions head on,
the Burger court seems often to go out of
its way to avoid them, even when written
briefs and aral arguments have sought
them out.

While some obscrvers defend the new
cautiousness and regard il as a needed cor-
rective to what they viewed as the “*sociul
engineering’’ done during the Warren
years, the fact remains that by adopting a
pasture of ‘*decide only when absolutely
necessary’” the high court is encouraging
protracted litigation of the same cases.
That, in turn, is contributing to the grow-
ing logjam of cases in the federal court sys-
tem,

All this comes at a time when Chief Jus-
tice Burger is making 4 concerted effort to
convince Congress that an overhauled fed-
eral court system is imperative. Burger is
crusading for more judgeships and for bet-
ter pay for federl judges, whose salaries
have been frozen at $40,000-42,500 for six
years, causing a huge exadus of seasoned
ones to private practice.

(See, COURT, p.6)
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Baptists, Religious Liberty,
and the Bicentennial

By James E. Wood, Jr.

No theme is more central to Baptist observance of the forth-
coming Bicentennial than religious liberty, which on_the one
hand has long been regarded as the most distinctive feature of
American political and religious life, and on the other hand has
been the most conspicuous principle of Baptist faith and prac-
lice.

Religious liberty, which significantly is the concern of the

First Amendment in the American Bill of Rights, was fundamen-
tal in the development of the United States -
as a nation. And for Americans the principle
of complete religious liberty, to quote from
one famous court case, ‘‘has always beenegg
regarded by the American people as the very  §
hetm @ its national life.'* More than three-
qugrters of a century ago, David Dudley =
¥eld, one of America’s greatest jurists of
the nineteenth century, declared that the
separation of church and state in America
was the ‘’greatest achievement ever made in the cause of human
progress.”’ ‘‘If we had nothing e¢lse to boast of,”” Field wrote,
“'we could lay claim with justice that first among the nations we
of this country made it an article of organic Jaw that the relations
between man and his Maker were a private concern, into which
other men have no right to intrude.’’

With the enactment of the First Amendment to the Constitu-
tion, “*Congress shall make no law respecting the establishment
of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof,'” the United
States became the first nation in history to make all religions and
irreligion equal before the law. For the first time religious lib-
erty, not just toleration, was made a matter of organic law. This
constilutional guarantee of religious liberty through the separa-
tion of chusch and state” has been frequently and rightfully
called, **America’s greatest contribution to world civilization."’
To this, Baptists made a distinct and notable contribution.

Wood

II

A

Baptist witness to religious liberty has long been regarded as
the greatest contribution of Baptists to Christianity and the
founding of this nation. This Baptist witness of yesteryear to
religious liberty needs, however, to be reaffirmed and visibly
expressed by every generation. This witness to religious liberty
is easily eroded because of the changed status of Baptists in 20th
century America. In 200 years since the founding of this nation,
Baptists have moved from the position of a persecuted and dis-
inherited sect to the largest Protestant denomination in America,
Lomprising almost 30 million or one-seventh of the tota! popula-
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tion. In many parts of the country Baptists have become socially
established as the dominant and largest religious community.

Far from being regarded as radicals or revolutionaries, Bap-
tists today are generally and widely regarded as captives of a
culture, defenders of the status quo, and in the words of one com-
temporary Baptist historian, *‘the uncritical advocate of a folk
religion they helped to create.'” In this regard, Baptists today
stand in sharp contrast to Baptists of an earlier day and at the
time of the founding of this nation. Since religtous liberty has
been the concern primarily of the persecuted and disinherited,
not powerful and dominant majoritics, Baptists of the United
States particularly need to be vigilant in reaffirming today with
renewed appreciation their witness to religious liberty in public
affairs.

Baptists must insist that the state recognize the right of each
person, individually or in community, to a voluntary religious
faith of whatever tradition and upon the free exercise of religion
in public affairs. Religious liberty is basic to the mission and
witness of the church. Without the free exercise of religion, re-
ligion's prophetic role in society is denied. This commitmeat to
religious liberty, however, must be one based on priaciple and
not self-interest. As the pronouncement which, ia effect, be-
came the charter of the Baptist Joint Committee on Public Af-
fairs declares, ‘*Believing religious liberty to be not only an
inalienable human right, but indispensable to human welfare, a
Baptist must exercise himself to the utmost in the maintenance
of absolute religious liberty for his Jewish neighbor, his Catholic

'ncighbor. his Protestant neighbor, and for everybody clse.™

I

Commitment to religious liberty must never be an end in and
of itseif, but as a means whereby the voluntary character of re-
ligious faith is acknowledged and the authentic mission of the
church in the world is fulfilled. This concern for religious liberty
is not and cannot be simply that the church may be frec, but that
it may be free to carry out its work and witness—among persons
and in society at large. The promotion of sclf-interest is incam-
patible with a genuine Christian witness in public affairs.

Religious liberty, as the founding fathers recopnized, includes
much more than the right to believe and to worship. It must also
include the right to act and to witness freely in giving expression
to one’s religious views and convictions. Religious liberty needs
always 10 be seen as basic to all human rights and civil liberties.
More than 30 years ago, the Baptist Joint Committee declared,
**We believe that religious liberty is the ultimate ground of
democratic institutions, and that wherever this liberty is ques-
tioned, restricted, or denied by any group—opolitical, religious,
or philosophical—all other human rights are imperiled."*

It has been this integral relation of religious liberty to civil
ltberties and the inescapable obligation of Baptists to exercise
their religious liberty that resulted in the formation of the Baptist
Joint Committee on Public Affairs. While the authenticity of this
witness has meant separation or independence of church and
state institutionally, it has nat meant, as affirmed by the South-
ern Baptist Convention almost 50 years ago, that church and
state ‘*are in no way related or that they do not act and react on
each other."" Without this separation of church and state, how-
ever, the integrity of the church’s witness in public affairs would
be seriously threatened. Meanwhile, it is aot merely the procla-
mation of religious liberty, but the exercise of retigious liberty
that is the rationale for our witness in the nation's capital.

Report from the Capital
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Churches Oppose Proposed Lobbying Legislation

By John W. Baker, Director of Research Services

The term *‘lobbying’" vonjures up un-
warranted visions of wrongdoing in the
minds of many people. It is true that a few
lobbyists do use objectionable 1actics in
dealing with legislators; yet lobbying plays
a necessary and proper role in the Ameri-
can legislative process.,

Lobbyists supply
legislators with their
interpretive research
and provide a degree
of expertise in many
arcas in which legis-
lators have only mar-
ginal knowledge. Be-
cause there are advo-
cates for all sides of Baker
cvery issuc, the legislator receives input
{rom diverse points of view and thus is bet-
ter able to make informed decisions.

People who write 10 their legisiators are
lobbyists because they are atiempting to af-
fect the way their representative votes on a
specific issue. People who sign petitions
are, similarly, lobbyists.

Churches and Lobbying

All of the major religious denominations
maintain offices in Washingion, among
other things, to present their denominations’
positions on public affairs issues to con-
gressmen and to congressional staffs, This
is direc1 lobbying. Educating church mem-
bers about what is happening in
Washington and encouraging them to par-
ticipate in the political processes is clas.
sified as indirect lobbying.

The lobbying activities of the churches
are minimal but the tobbying of business,
labor, and 1rade associations is substantial.
Under the tax laws the latter groups are
able to write off their lobbying expenses.
Churches and the nonreligious
charities—whose incomes are exempt from
laxation by law—are, under pain of losing
their tax-exempt status, prevented by
508(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code
from participating in political elections and
from spending a **substantial " part of their
income influencing legislation either di-
rectly or indirectly. The Internal Revenue
Service has used various percentages of
expenditure as the measure of sub-
stantiality—~depending on what the Service
thought about the organization. It was
under this ‘*substantiatity’” test that Billy
James Hargis' Christian Echoes National
Minisiry, Inc. lost its tax-exempt stalus.
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Churches Are Opposed

[n order to get a firm statutory definition
of what constitutes *‘substantial,”’ the
non-religious charities asked Congressmun
Conable (R-N.Y.) to introduce H.R. 8021.
This bill would permit a public charity to
spend 20 percent of all incame up to
$500,000 to influence legislation. The per-
centage which could be so spent would de-
crease with each additional $500,000 of
income. The leaders of these public
charttics were suprised when a ¢oalition of
Protestant, Catholic and Jewish groups op-
posed the bill. Why would this coalition
oppose such a bill? There are several
reasons.

First, an important principle is invoived.
The First Amendment guarantees that
churches have the right to deflne their re-
tigious mission for themselves—not have
it defined for them by the government. The
substantiality test of §501¢c)(3) as it is
applied by the IRS and the definition of
substantiality found in the new bill H.R.
8021 in effect ser arbitrary limits on the
right of the churches to define how mwuch
of their mission should involve attempts to
influence legislation. If the churches agree
cither to remain under §501(c)(3) or to
come under H.R. 8021 they would, in ef-
fect, be agreeing to the idea that the gov-
ernment has the right to define the mission
of the church. This flics in the face of sep-
aration of church and state.

Tax Exemption and Lobbying

The churches also fecl threatened by the
court decision which permitted the IRS to
remove the tax exemption of Rev. Hargis'
Christian Echoes National Ministry. In the
first hearing of the case, the U.S. District
Court held that the Hargis organization
was legally a church and that everything
that it had done had been exclusively for
religious reasons. Therefore, the court
supported Hargis’ tax exemption,

The government in its appeal did nat
deny the findings of the District Court but
argued that Hargis had been active in in-
ftuencing legislation at a level that was
‘'substantizl.”” The appeals court agreed
with the government and permitted the IRS
to remove Hargis' tax exemption.

Under what is known as the doctrine of
reenactment, if Congress passes H.R. 8021
as it is presently written, the decision in
Hargis is given congressional approval.
Thus, any action by a church, even though
done exclusively for religious purposes,

could lead to attempts to remove its tax-
exempt status simply because the IRS did
not approve of the activity of the church.

Additionally, in the Walz case the Su-
preme Court held that states could grant
exemption from property taxes to churches
without "‘establishing religion’ becuause
they were anly a part of a broad class of
charities receiving such exemption.

The churches oppose H.R. 8021 because
it explicitly separates them from the other
charities. This would put the religious or-
panizations at a legal disadvantage until
the entire question of First Amendment
rights vis-a-vis the taxation of churches is
adjudicated.

What the Churches Want

What do the churches want? The
churches, in order that their First Amend-
ment rights not be compromised, have
asked that §501 (¢}3) and/or H.R. 8021 be
amended to specifically exclude churches
from the substantiality test for directly or
indtrectly attempting to influence legisla-
tion. They are almost unanimous in their
agreement that they do not seek exemption
from the prohibitions against political par-
ticipation or the endorsement of political
candidates though it is conceivable that
some, such as the Hargis group, might
even assert that such activity is a constitu-
tionally protected religious activity.

There is little likelihood that the IRS
will challenge the activities of one of the
mainline churches. However they all need
to be concerned about the important
church-state principle which is involved in
this pending legislation.

HOUSE COMMITTEE REJECTS
LOWER POSTAL RATES

NEW YORK—Propased legislation that
would have provided lower increases in
second class, non-profit postal rates for re-
ligious publications was rejected by the
Past Office Committee of the U.S. House
of Representatives, it was disclosed here.

The committee, by a vote of 22-2, de-
feated amendments to a bilt introduced by
Rep. Albert Johnson (R., Pa.) which pro-
vided that nogprofit publications would
pay only two-thirds the regular rate for the
first 250,000 copies mailed and 50 percent
of future rate increases, according to an
announcement by the Catholic Press As-
sociation in New York. (RNS)
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CIA Is Charged with Using Missionary Personnel

Claims that the Central Intelligence
Apgency (CIA) has uscd missionaries in
covert information gathering have circu-
lated widely in recent weeks. Religious
News Service and the National Catholic
Reporter have carried extensive reports of
thesc activities.

The charges of CIA-missionary collu-
sion broke open with the publication of a
new book, The CIA und the Cult of Inselli-
gence, co-authored by John D. Marks and
Victor Marchetti. Marks is a former em-
ployee of the U.S. State Department and
Marchetti is a former CIA agent.

Another article, “*U.S. Mission Efforts
Threatened by CIA Dirty Tricks,"” by Gary
MacEgin quoted Episcopal Father William
Wipfler, a former missionary to Latin
America. Wipfler said of the CIA activity
and its connection wilh missionaries,
**This is one of the most scrious threats to
missionary outreach in my entire experi-
ence.”’

In a special article by Richard L. Rashke
for the National Catholic Reporter it is as-
serted that ‘‘the growing awareness that
the C s infilirated the churches has
placed ghurch leaders on the horns of a
W die-like dilemma.”’

“f they do not own up to their CIA-
church connections,’” Rashke said, *‘they
will be accused of a cover-up; but if they
tell what they know, they will further dam-
age their credibility, shock the scnsibilities

of Americans and cxpose innocent people
10 the threat of expulsion, imprisonment or
even torture and death.*’

Marks, in uan inlerview with Religious
News Service, said that collaboration be-
iween the CIA and church personnel was
prevalent in Latin America, Asia and
Africa—parts of the world where the CIA
was or still is active in supporting anti-
Communist movements.’’

Following up the reports of CIA-
missionary collusion, Religious News
Service made u survey of six mission or-
ganizations and guestioned them about the
problem. RNS concluded, “*Few Protes-
tant mission agencies have standing policies
governing possible CIA use of foreign mis-
sionaries as sources of information.™”

**Many mission leaders register concern
over personnel knowingly or unknowingly
serving CIA purposes,”” the RNS report
continucd. *"A few know of instances in
which missionaries have been approached
by the CIA. Others say they are unawarc of
casgs or of particular problems regarding
misMonaries and U, S. i’clligcnce gather-
ing abroad."

Agencics conlacied by RNS include the
Division of Overseas Ministries of the Na-
tional Council of Churches, the Southern
Baptist Convention Foreign Mission
Board, the United Methodist Board of
Global Ministries, the Eastern Mennonite
Board of Missions and Charities, the

United Presbyterian Propram Agency, and
the United Church of Christ Bourd for
World Ministrics.

**The 200,000-member Church of the
Brethren, which has about 100 active mis-
sionarics, is the only denomination known
to have specifically directed its forcign
personnel o “avoid any relationship® with
the CIA.”® according 1o the RNS survey.

In an article in the August | National
Catholic Repourter, Michae! Novak, direc-
tor of ihe Ethnic Millions Political Action
Committee, wrate, 1 prefer a war fough
through intelligence services to a war
fought with atomic weapons vsed by ur-
mies.”” He then raiscd some serious gues-
tions about the CIA stories that are (loed-
ing the world.

**1 do wonder,”” Novak wrote, “"whao is
leaking all the bad things about the CIAY
And why? No investigative reporter dup
up the facts. No congressional commiltee
got them. The stories now being revealed
were given to the press—and then to
commitiees—by members of the CIA.
Who? Why?"'

A friend of mine pave me a cluc,’
Novak concluded, **Nothing is cver lound
out about the CIA unless the CIA reveals
it. When the agency wants to dump a pol-
icy, or destroy some of its personnel, it
blows their cover. Only the CIA has the
evidence. Only the CIA can reveal it. Who
is trying to get whom?*'

.

Congress Extends U.S. Voting Rights Act

WASHINGTON, D.C.—Congress has
extended for seven years and broadencd
some provisions of the Voting Rights Act,
first passed in 1965 with strong religious
backing.

President Ford was expected to sign the
measure that guarantees the voting rights
of blacks in six Southern states and parts of
others.

The act as extended also protects
Spanish-speaking Americans and other
*‘language minorities.’’

Passage of the Voling Rights Act in
1965 was a major victory for the civil
rights movement. The legislation was
championed ‘by the churches and rcligious
organizations involved in civil rights.

When President Johnson signed the act
in*August 1965, the Vatican hailed the
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move as “bringing to an end an unhappy
period of history starting with the arrival in
Jamestown (Va.) of the first shiploads of
Negro slaves.™

The act was extended for a second five-
year period in 1970. The House version
this year would have mandated a 10-year
exlension. The Sepate set a seven-year ex-
tension, which the House accepted in order
1o send the measure to the White House be-
fore the Aug. 4 congressional recess.
Therc were few other differences between
the two versions.

The vote in the Senate was 77 ta 12; the
{inal House vote 346 1o 56.

Voling rights are guarantecd 1o blacks in
Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississip-
pi, South Caralina, Virginia and most of
North Carolina, as well as parts of New

York City (namely Manhattan, the Bronx
and Brooklyn).

The extension act protects the Spanish-
speaking population of Texas and paris of
California. Asians, Indians and Eskimos
are among the other “‘language minori-
ties'’ covered.

Provision is made for private citizens to
file suit to bring their areas vnder the law
to provide bi-lingual ballots or oral assist-
ance to various non-English-speaking
minorities.

While passage of the renewed act was
slowed in the Senate by procedural matters
and some aitempts to weaken the bill, final
House approval came swiftly and with lit-
tle debate.

The 1970 extension will expire on Aug.
6 and congressional backers of the new
version wanted action before adjourament.
(RNS)
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HEW GRANTS $4.1 MILLION
TO AID RUNAWAY YOUTHS

WASHINGTON—A total of $4.1 mil-
lion for programs 1o aid runaway youths
has been allocated by the Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare.

Among ihe 66 grants annovnced here
were $72,750 to the Diocese of Paterson,
N.J.: $69,000 to the Salvation Army's
New Life House in Chicago; $61.834 1o
the Little Rock chapter of the National
Conference of Christians and Jews; and
$75,000 to the Order of the Holy Family in
Denver.

HEW has also announced grants total-
ling $505,000 10 16 instituticns and agen-
cies for projects 1o improve the quality of
educational and career information avail-
able to prospective students.

The grants included $22,992 to Baral
College, a Catholic women’s college in
Lake Forest, 1., and $24,960 10 Morris
Brown College, an instiwtion of the AME
Church in Attania. (RNS)

HOUSE OF LORDS REJECTS BID TO
FORCE WOMEN'S ORDINATION

LONDON—AnR unprecedented attempt
10 force the Church of England by secular
law to allow the ordination of women as
priests was made, and later withdrawn,
when the Upper House of Lords debated u
sex discrimination bill.

The measure, alrecady passed in the
House of Commons, seeks to prohibit dis-
crimination on the grounds of sex in
cmployment, training and the provision of
housing, goods and services, bur specifi-
cally excludes the church because of such
theological matters as women's ordination,

But when the bill came before the House
of Lords, Lady Seear, a Liberal peer,
moved an amendment which would require
the Anglican Church to ordain women. She
siid she was ‘*deeply disappointed”” at the
recent decision of the General Synod that
while there are no fundamental objections
1o women priests it was not ready 1o re-
move legal and other barriers to their ordi-
nation.

Anglican Bishop John D. Wakeling of
Southwell, said that if the amendment was
accepted, the Church of England would be
acting illegaity if it maintained its present
stance of refusing to ordain women for the
priesthood.

After considerable debale Lady Seear

\withdrew her amendment. (RNS)
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WOMAN GRANTED ABORTION
WITHOUT CONSENT OF HUSBAND

CHARLOTTESVILLE, Va.—Uni-
versity of Virginia Hospital officials have
granted a permil to a 20-year-oid Earlys.
ville woman 1o have an abortion without
the consent of her husband from whom she
i5 informally separated, her attorneys re-
ported here.

The action came as a result of 4 class ac-
tion suil filed carlier with university legal
advisers, which challenges a state law
making it mandatory for a marcied woman
10 have her husband’s written consent prior
to the performance of an abortion.

The swit, filed under the name of *~Betty
Boe' in U.S. District Count for Western
Virginia, charges thut Virginia law, ini-
tially used to deny Mrs. Boe an abortion at
the hospitul, was unconstitutional because
it violated her rights to privacy, liberty und
eyual protection of the law. (RNS}

ONTARIO FREEZES SCHOOL
SHARING FUNDS

TORONTO—Ontario’s Education
Minister Thomas Wells told the legistature
he wilt ““freeze™ all approvals for new
schoot buitdings, or additions, by the To-
ronto Board of Edvcation in an cffort to
force i1 to re-examine ity reduction of
school sharing with the Roman Cuatholic
board.

He expressed hope that both schoal
bourds in Metro Torome **will be able to
agree to a solution to the current impasse
und thereby climinate the freeze on build-
ing projects as soon as possible.'’

The minister’s statement was an appar-
ent reaction (o the Metro Separate
(Catholic) School Board decision to ex-
propriate as many as 100 homes in arder to
build new schools in Toronto’s west end.

Father Edward Boehler, a trustee, said
the Catholic separate board had no choice
since the Toronto public board had rejected
its request for more space in four schools
next September. (RNS)

PRESIDENT REQUESTED
TO RE-OPEN AMNESTY PROGRAM

WASHINGTON—President Ford has
been asked 1o re-open immediately his am-
nesty program for Vietnam draft resisters
and military deserters by Senators Gaylord
Nelson (D., Wis.) and Jacob Javits {R.,
N.Y.).

In a letter 1o the President, the senators
said there are “‘several hundred young

men”” who missed the deadline for the pro-
gram and want o participate. Administra-
tive costs, they added, wauld be minimal,
but the *"benefits to human lives would be
immcasuyrable.’”

"We think it would be most unfortu-
nate,'” they tald the President, *'if people
who share your desire for reconctliation
were turaed away when they are waiting
for the legislative process o take hold."
(RNS}

NEW ETHIOPIAN LAW
HITS THE CHURCHES

GENEVA—The World Council of
Churches reporied here that an Ethiopian
government decision to caonfiscate all
property from which owners derive reat
wilt apply to churches, mission socicties
and charitable organizations.

Houses of worship and other buildings
used for religious activities are exempt
from the seizure which is expected to bring
the state about $46.5 mitlion in new in-
come, The government will now callect
rents.

German sources repart that the Ethio-
pian Orthodox Church has been recetving
some $484,000 per year from rents and the
Mekane Jesu Church (Lutheran) some
$20,000. Owners of rental houses will be
compensated, although in urban areas no
owners will be paid in excess of 598 square
yards of property,

The confiscation means that a famity can
own only the house in which it normally
resides. Some 50,000 Ethiopians, mostly
the upper class and merchants, are af-
fected, the World Council said,

Because of sizeable land grants from the
former monarchy, the Ethiopian Orthodox
Church was ane af the largest property
holders in the country before the coup
d'etat last year. Farm land reform was put
through earlier. (RNS)

PROSTITUTES ORDERED
TO RELIGION CLASSES

DIAKARTA, Indonesia—Prostitutes in
the East Borneo city of Samarinda have
been ordercd to take Thursday nights off
from work and attend Muslim religious
education classes, according to a Djakarta
Radio report. Indonesia is predominantly
Muslim.

The braodcast did nat say what action
the city fathers intend to take, if the prosti-
tutes refuse to take advantage of the educa-
tional opportunitics that are to be pro-
vided. (RNS)
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Court: Action, Inaction Policy

(Continued from p. 1)

Unfortunately, the chief justice’s
Capitol Hill lobbying does not scem to
square with his judicial philosophy of
avoiding deciding cases on their merits and
deciding them rather on procedural
grounds. Instead of dispatching cases ex-
peditiously, he appears committed to the
view that the Supreme Court should act on
many controversial matters only reluc-
tantly.

The most obvious recent example was
the court's decision (or non-decision) to
delay making a judgment as to the constitu-
tionality of the death penalty. In the case of
Jesse Thurman Fowler, a convicted mur-
derer from North Carolina, the court was
asked by both sides to determine whether
the death penalty itself constitutes *‘cruel
and unusual punishment’” in violation of
the Constitution’s Eighth Amendment.

Although the case was remarkably free
from other potentially complicating ques-
tions, the high coort still declined 1o issue
a ruling, deciding instead to hear the case
again next term. The likely explanation for
the is that the court was so badly di-
vidgd'that a definitive decision, one which
wBuld establish a firm precedent, was im-
possible to reach. This, in tum, would
seem to bode ill for those hoping for the
banning of the death penalty, because it
indicates, at the very least, that a strong
minority of the justices are holding oul in
favor of execution.

A clearer example of this court’s
unwillingness to meet certain hard ques-
tions hcad on is its posture on obscenity
and pornography. Two years ago it issued
a ruling in Miller v. Califoraia declaring
that local communities may determine
what is obscene for their own citizens. On
the surface, that sounds reasonable enough.

What it really represented was a classic
example of the non-decision the Burger
courl is prone to make. What, after all,
constitutes local standards? The aftermath
of that decision has been predictable—an
endless siream of appeals working them-
selves all the way to the high court, where,
in turn, they must be considered one by
one in a painfully time-consuming process.

In the wake of the ambiguous Mitler de-
cision, the court was forced during its
latest term to declare that the slage produc-
tion of **Hair’’ cannot bc banned by local
communitics because il contains a nude
Mwine and that drive-ip theaters caanot be
forbidden by a city tshow films contain-
ing nudity when the screen is visible from
streets or other public places.

This is not to say that the present court
never makes momentous decisions. It has
demonstrated, to the contrary, that it is
capable of lucid opinions which will un-
doubtedly serve as sirong precedents for
future cases.

The most notable example during the re-
cent term was Meek v. Pittenger, the case
which successfully challenged Pennsyl-
vania’s massive aid to nonpublic schools
schemes. That plan provided millions of
dollars yearly to parochial schools in the
state for ‘‘auxiliary services."

The high court’s decision was the most
definitive yet in this prickly, highly emo-
tional field. The court declared thai
Pennsylvania’s plan was squarely opposed
to the First Amendment’s prohibition of
church-state entanglement. By a solid 6.3
majority, the court issued an opinion
which will make it most difficult for state
Jegislatures to circumvent constitutional
arguments in sceking (0 pass such plans in
the future,

The court was also called upon to stand
by its highly controversial 1973 abortion
decision which declared that the state has
no interest in the termination of pregnancy
within the first trimester and only a limited
interest during the second Irimester. [t did
so, thereby reaffirming a courageous deci-
sion which should also stand up well for
the foreseeable future.

Thus, the picture of the recent term is
blusred, Despite a general tendency 1o
avoid clear-cul statements in some con-
troversial areas, the court has nevertheless
shown that it can do so in others. Civil
libertariaas can hope that as the four Nixon
appointees to the high court gain seasoning
those latter occasions will be more and
more frequent. (BPA)

Astronauts: False Rumors Exposed
{Continued from p. |}

The statements in the previous para-
graphs have been substantiated by the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion (NASA) and by Mrs. O'Hair herself.

S. Neil Hosenball, General Counsel for
NASA, pointed out that Mrs. O'Hait’s two
suits against NASA and the astronauts had
been dismissed by the lower federal courts
and that the United States Supreme Court
twice had refused to hear an appeal on the
issue—the last time in 1971. **The action
of the Supreme Court, denying a further
hearing, has settled the matier for all prac-
tical purposes,’’ Hosenball said.

In a recent interview Mrs. O'Hair also
gave assurances that neither she nor any of
her staff are involved in or know anything
about a renewal of her 1969 petiuon drive
against the astronauts (which preceded her
suit in the federal courts). *‘I am innocent.
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Any such movement is strictly a figment
of somebody's imagination,’” she de-
clared. ‘‘Perhaps someone found one of
the old 1969 petitions lying around and
thought something new was underway. But
absolutely nothing is happening.’’

According to NASA the official position
of that agency is Ihat astronauts, like any
other citizens, are free to exercise their
constitutional rights—including the right
to religious freedom—wherever they are.
It is NASA’s policy neither to direct nor
to limit the astronauts’ religious activities
at any time,'’ Hosenball stated.

Mrs. O'Hair also denies that she is in
any way involved either directly or indi-
rectly in the petition to the FCC. After she
had received unfavorable mail on the mat-
ter, she telephoned the California men who
had submitted RM-2493 and learned that

they are religious people, not atheists, and
that in the petition they claimed no connec-
tion with her or any other group. Mrs.
O’Hair is in basic agreement with the
thrust of the petition but denied that she
was involved in any way in seeking its im-
plementation.

Acting on or distributing these unfactual
circulars is just one of many instances in
which a number of religious people have
responded without determining the facts.
Such uninformed response dilutes their
present and future influence with Congress
and the administrative agencies,

The name of Madalyn Murray O'Hair
triggers a conditioned response in many re-
ligious people. If Mrs. O'Hair supporis a
project, these people feel honor bound o
oppose it. If an activity takes place which
they oppose on principle, they almost au-
tomatically assume that Mrs. O’Hair is the
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moving force on the other side. Mrs,
O'Hair is given credit for or damned for
more activities than it would be physically
or emotionally possible for a person 10 be
involved in,

But whether one agrees or disagrees
with Mrs, O’Hair—or anyone else for that
matter—is not the issue. The issue is the
vorrectness or incorrectness of assertions
in a given situation. Unreliable informa-
tion and unfounded assertions, when used
as a basis for action, can oniy produce
ridicule and defeat. Why don’t church
people stop shooting canons at sparrows,
leave Mrs. O'Hair alone, and give them-
selves (o0 more important issues in advanc-
ing the cause of Jesus Christ? (BPA)

PENNSYLVANIA AGAIN PROVIDES
PAROCHIAL SCHOOL AID

HARRISBURG, Pa.—Just two months
after the U.S. Supreme Court ruled several
Pennsylvania nonpublic school aid laws
unconstitutional, the state Senate passed
and sent to Gov, Milton J. Shapp a new
package of bills providing $31 million in
aid for parochial and private school stu-
dents for the 1975-76 school year.

In addition 1o the three bills sent 1o the
governor for his signature, a fourth was
sent 1o the state House of Represeniatives
for action when that body reconvenes,

s about Sept. 22.

The Senate action, taken on the eve of
the summer recess so that the nonpublic
schools could budpget for the coming school
year, included approval of an increased
lextbook allowance and stepped vp aux-
iliary services.

On May 19, the U.S. Supreme Court
struck down all Pennsylvania aid to non-
public schools, except texibook loans. One
of the new bills provides increased alloca-
tions for textbooks, from $15 10 $20 per
pupil, totalling between $8 and $9 million
in benefits to students for the year.

Another bill, which needs only the gov-
ernor's signature, provides that *‘inter-
mediate wnits"' will furnish nonpublic
school students with a program of auxil-
lary services, services for exceptional
children, remedial, speech and hearing
Services.

However, mainly because of the Su-
preme Court ruling, these will be provided
off the premises of the nonpublic school.

Two other bills: (J) would provide the
loan of instructional materials to individual
children, in the same way textbooks are
loaned, at the rate of $5 per child in non-
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Petition: FCC and Religious Broadcasting

(Continued from p. 1)

charge of research services for the
Washinglon-based Baptist agency, has re-
peatedly stated that this information about
the petition has been distributed by certain
religious spokesmen, including same
broadcasters themselves.

Thousands of forms were distributed
lhroughout the couniry seeking signatures
10 urge the FCC not to "‘ban religious
broadcasting from the airwaves,’’ an ac-
tion which the federal agency has, in fact,
never considered.

Among those who sponsored the mas-
sive drive for signatures were the National
Religious Broadcasters (NRB) and Chris-
tian Crusade of Tulsa, Okta. Christian
Crusade, which was headed uvatil recently
by Billy James Hargis, urged those o
whom the group wrote ta contribute maney
to carry on the fight before the FCC.

Buker related that recently he received a
calt from a Baptist associational director of
missions, asking about the appeal far
money, becavse a Baptist woman was in
his office with $150 o send to the Tulsa
group. The director of missions, upon
learning that the appeal was based on un-
founded rumor and misinformation, then
sugpesicd to the woman that she invest her
money in the Cooperative Program of
Southern Baptists.

In its action denying the Lansman-
Milam petition, the FCC noted that the two
California men “*would have us disqualify
all religiously-affiliated organizations and

public schools; and (2} would provide for
speech and hearing services on the pre-
mises of the nonpublic school. (RNS)

TAXPAYERS GROUP CHARGES
‘SECULARISM’ IN SCHOOL

ST. LOUIS—A 1axpayers organization,
composed mainly of Roman Cathalics,
filed suit in county court here claiming that
public schools teach *‘secularism’’ as a re-
ligious creed in violation of the First
Amendment, and they want a refund of
taxes paid to suppert public schools.

The suit was brought by Parents Rights,
Inc. St. Louis County Judge Noah Wein-
stein overrulled a defense mation to dis-
miss the case. He ordered that a trial be
held.

Judge Weinstein's ruling observed that
he is “‘acutely aware of the controversy
among social anthropologists and other
theorists”* on the question of religious val-
ues being mixed into the general social and

]

institutions from eligibility to aperate on
reserve channels.”" That, the agency ruled,
would constitute *“discrimination.”’

**As a government agency,'’ the ruling
continued, *‘the commission is enjoined by
the First Amendment to observe a stance of
neutrality taward rcligion, acling neither to
promote nar to inhjbit religion.’™”

Because of its neutral stance, the ruling
stated, the FCC will consider applications
from religious and secular groups for re-
served stations on un equitable basis. In
that context, the agency found that the
Lansman-Milam petition is “‘an imper-
missible proposition.

The rejected Lansman-Milam petition
did not challenge the right of religious
groups to make usc of the commercial air-
waves, but it dealt only with the propriety
of religious programing on stations owned
by religious organizations and devoted ex-
clusively to religious programing. Their
petitian questioned whether such religious
broadcasters are abiding by the FCC’s
**Fairness Doctrine,’" which requires that
broadcasters expressing opinions on any
controversial issue of public importance
give the other side the apportunity to reply.
It was the failure to comply with that regu-
lation which last year cost fundamentalist
radio preacher Carl Mclntire his license.

The FCC spokesman said that the
agency ‘’intends to continue its vigilance
in enforcing the Fairness Doctrine.'" He
noted, hawever, that the federal agency is
not required actively to police the 9,000
licensed broudcasters throughout the na-
tion. Such a tusk would be practically un-
feasible, he said. What the FCC does to en-
force the Fairness Doctrine is 1o act on
specific complaints against individual
broadcasters.,

In commenting on the FCC ruling on the
Lansman-Milam petition, Baker expressed
appreciation for the decision. ‘*When 1|
first read the petition,’’ he said, I didn't
expect the FCC could respond favorably 1o
it. The FCC decision was exactly what [
had anticipated.™"

Baker continued, ‘‘The great outpouring
of protests to the FCC shows a commenda-
ble concern by religious peaple for free-
dom in this country. However, it is a gaod
illustration that thausands of people can be
frightened into acgon by a misunderstand-
ing of the facts.”’ (BPA)

schoal culture. On that basis, he noted,
there is sufficient matier to justifg a trial,
(RNS) . v
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BAPTISTS AND THE AMERICAN EXPERIENCE

A National Bicentennial Convocation

January 12-15, 1976
Shorehum Americana Holel
Washington, D.C.

At the request of the North American Baptist Fellowship, the Baptist Joint
Committee on Public Affairs has involved representatives of the various Bapiist
bodies in America in planning a special event for the USA Bicentennial ycar,
Plans have been developed for a Nationual Baptist Convocation to include all
Baptist groups in America. The Convocation will examine the past, present, and
future role of Baptisis in the life of the nation.

Five plenary sessions will deal with these themes:
. Baprists, Liberty, and the American Revolution
. Bapiists and Human Rights in the American Experience

D =

3. The tnteruction of Church and Nation at Home and Abroad
4. Religious Liberty and Public Policy
5. Our of Many, One: Baptist Pluralism and Unity

P V
- Qutstanding Speakers Include:
" The Honorable Barbara C. Jurdan, Member of Congress
Winthrop §. Hudson, Colgate Rochester Divinity School
Edwin §. Gaustad, University of California

Gardner Taylor, Concord Baptist Church, Brooklyn, N.Y.

W. Morgan Patterson, Southern Baptist Seminary

James Ralph Scales, Wake Forest University
Penrose St. Amans, Baptist Seminary, Ruschitkon

Register Now

The advance registration fee ($45.00) includes the opening banquet, Monday
evening. Spouses and students can register for a reduced fee ($25.00). Clip und

mail coupon.

Bulk RRate
1. S. Posloge
PAID
Washington, D. C.
Permit No. 41363

5;& by ¥
L)
€T -

Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs
200 Maryland Ave., N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Dear Sirs:
* [ would like to plan to attend the National Bicentennial Baptist Convoca-
tion, January 12-15, 1976, Please send me information and a registration form
for the Convocation.
Name
Address
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