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O'Hair: Tidal Wave or
sRipple On the Waters?

By W. Barry Garreil and
Stan L. Hastey

»

A

T AUSTIN, Tex.—Madalyn Murray
0'Hair, the famed atheist, continues to
make waves among certain segments of
the nation’s religious community. Some
of the waves are caused by facts but
others are the result of false rumors that
wre repeated so often that they give the
appearance of truth.

It is a fact that Mrs. O’Hair has filed a
sawsuit in an effort to remove the motio
*In God We Trust™ from U.S. coins and
Keurrency. Al of the rumors concerning
-fper connection with an FCC petition, RM
2493, are false.

The ““In God We Trust™ suil was filed
.lby O'Hair on September 1. but has gone
Fargely unreported. No date has beea set
.n}fur oral arguments in the case, according
Jto a spokesperson for the U.Sv District
#Count for the Western Disirict of Texas

here.

The case, O'Hair et al v. Blumenthal
and Conlon, was filed after O'Hair
Jihreatened to sue the federal government
ver the motto in a speech last summer at
Athe dedication of her Atheist Center here.
The respondents named in the case are
W, Michael Blumenthal, U.S. secretary
of the treasury, and James Conlon, direc-
Jror of the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing.

The motto is the only issue at stake, ac-
.‘t-cording to the district court source. The
aclion is totally unrelated to false rumors
thal have circulated for the past two and
one-half years that O Hair had filed a peti-
tion with the Federal Communicalions
H-ommission (FCC) to have religious
broadcasting removed from the airwaves.
A much more limited petition was filed
in 1974 by two California men with no
ies to O'Hair asking the FCC to limit the
rapting of permits to licensees who
ould engage in exclusively religious
2dio and television broadcasting. That
tition, RM 2493, was unanimously re-
ected by the FCC commissioners on
ugust 1, §1975.

In spite of the action, however, numer-
us broadcasters have continued to iden-
@ity O'Hair as the petitioner, As a result,
yel another new wave of protests from ill-
nformed people has flooded the FCC in
cent weeks,

Another version of RM 2493 is that it is
bill in Congress to eliminate religious

(See O'HAIR, p. 7
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Private Educators Both Encouraged, Warned

By Carol B, Franklin

WASHINGTON—Nonpublic schools
and the U.S. Office of Education of the
Department of Health, Education and
Welfare have agreed to cooperate in
promoting the interests of private educa-
tion in the nation.

Al the second annvai conference on
**Private Schools: Fact and Future,™
jointly sponsored by the Council for
American Private Education (CAPE), the
National Catholic Educational Association
(NCEA) and the U. §. Office of Educa-
tion (USOE), Ernest Boyer, Commis-
sioner of Education, USQE, pledged to
make nonpublic education ‘‘top priority"
on his agenda.

““This Administration and the Offiee of
Education are delermined
to enhance the role of S
nonpublic education,’
Boyer said.

Boyer promised to in-
crease the communica-
tion between government
and private educators by
strengthening the liaison
office for nonpublic edu- Franklin
cation in USOE. ‘““We will give you
greater visibility,'’ he promised.

Boyer also pledged ‘*more aggressive
and sustained support’’ of nonpublic
schools. *‘Nonpublic schoo! children will
be fully served by the Office of Education
programs for which they are eligible. Our
delivery in the past has been spotty but
that will be corrected,’’ he said.

Boyer noted that there are some con-
stitutional restraints on public aid to pri-
vate education that must be observed.
*"Some laws are quite specific in some
areas so that there are problems of in-
terpretation in providing cquitable treat-
ment. But the Office of Education’s ve-
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sponsibility is not lessened. We will vig-
orously pursue our objectives."

The Commissioner also noted that he is
having a toll-free telephone line instatled
in his office to give educators immediate
access. He stressed that he planned to in-
crease the advisory role of private
educators in the Office of Education.

Boyer also told the private educators
that his office would encourage the chief
officers of public schools in the states to
establish liaison offices so that nonpublic
school needs will be better served.

Bernard Goldenberg, associate director
of the Nationa! Society for Hebrew Day
Schools and president of CAPE, told the
conference participants that the USOE
seemed to be sensitized to the needs of
nonpublic education bul '‘we must watch
for deeds to match the words, that we re-
ceive what we should be receiving from
the Office of Education.’’

Robert Lamborn, executive director of
CAPE, said in an interview that his goal
for private education in America is **to be
seen as a legitimate and vital public
agency serving the public needs.”’

Lamborn listed seven general areas of
activity for nonpublic educators to achieve
his goal: 1) promote cooperation among
private schools within the states; 2) de-
velop working relationships, with city and
state governments and agencies; 3) de-
velop working relationships with public
and private education-related agencies; 4)
develop relationships with the federal
government on the. state level; 5) identify
and develop constructive relationships
with private sthool advocates in industry
and the foundations; 6) establish contacts
with private schools in other states; and 7)

(See EDUCATORS, p. 8)
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H.R. 41: Government Surveillance of

Church Solicitations
By James E. Wood, Jr.

The accelerated growth of the federal government in the
United States has inexorably meant the intrusion of govern-
ment into almost every area of the private sector. Religion has
not been immune, but rather has become the target of new and
proposed federal regulations.

The IRS, in regulations promulgated at
the beginning of 1977, presumed to define
the mission and ministry of the churches
by arrogating unto itself the authority to
determine what does and does nol consti-
tute a church. During the first session of
the 951k Cengress, legislalion was intro-
duced in both the House and the Senate on
lobbying disclosure which would severely
inhibit and limit activities of churches in
speaking oul on public affairs issues, At
the very beginning of the 95th Congress,

Wood
Janvary 4, (977, Charies H. Wilson (D-Ca.), chairman of a

subcommitice of the House Commijttee on Post Office and
Civil Service, introduced in the Ho of Represeqtativgs a

harity disclosure bill, H.R. 41. An almost identical version,
H.R. 10922, also sponsored by Congressman Wilson, was in
the House Rules Committee when the 94th Congress ad-
journed and therefore did not reach the floor for consideration
at that lime.

H.R. 4] seeks lo regulate any organization or institution,
including churches and church agencies and institutions, that
solicits **in any manner or through any means, the remittance
of a contribution by mail,** Thus any church or church agency
requesiing contributions through the mail is subject to the dis-
closure requirements of the bill. Each charitable organization
would have 1o include at the time of its solicitation the follow-
ing information: its legal name and principal business address:
the purpose of the solicitation and the intended use of the con-
tribution; and the percentage of the previous year's contribu-
tion which actually went to the charitable purpose—as op-
posed to fund-raising and administrative costs,

Especially ominous in the bill are the provisions of finan-
cial accountability’to the Postal Service by any charitable or-
ganization which engages in any form of solicitation by mail
or receives contributions through the mail even if the funds
were solicited orally. Upon request of the Postal Service, the
charity so involved must ‘*furnish to the Postal Service such
audil reports, accounts, or other information as the Postal
Service may require to establish or verify information which
such organization is required to include in solicitations.” Pre-
sumably, under the Freedom of Information Act, confidential
contributor lists as well as contributions made would become
public information and thereby be readily avaiiable to the pub-
lic at large. Basically, the bill would require solicitors for
charitable contributions through the mail or on radio or televi-
sion to make financial disclosure of the use of the funds to
anyone who requests such information.
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The Baptist Joint Committee does not view H.R. 41 either
as an attack on the religious community or as u manifestation
of American anti-clericalism, as is charged in a nationatly cir-
culated attack on the bill itself. The declared purpose of the
bitl is a commenduble one, namely, to limit possible abuse by
ostensibly charitable orgunizations. Hence, H.R. 41 has as i1y
objeclive the exposure of unscrupulous fund rawisers who
spend most of the funds they raise for purposes other than
those c¢laimed when the funds were solicited. Supporters of
the bill, therefore, are convinced that H.R. 4] is in the public
interest, aimed at consumer protection.

The Baptist Joint Commitice has, nevertheless, expresscd
s firm opposition to H.R. 41. The Committee has done so,
first of all, on constitutiona! grounds. The U.S. Supreme
Court has maintained that freedom of religious belief is abso-
lute amd that governmental regulations of religious practices
must be bused on a state interest which is clearly demon-
sttated and which is highly compelling. H.R. 4] falls woe-
tulty short on both of these counts.

Such a bill would resultin an unconstitutionul eatanglement
of government and religion and would have a profoundly chit-
ling cffect on the solicitation of funds by churches generally.
The latter would have an even greater cffect on congregu-
tional churches since H.R. 41 excludes the reporting of any
charitable organization of its bona fide members, which for
Baptists can only apply to membership in local Baptist
churches and not Bapiist agencies and institutions, while
every Catholic, for example, is a member of the Catholic
Church and can be, therefore, identified with all Catholic
societies and institutions.

The Supreme Court has consistenmtly hetd that government,
in its dealings with religion, must not inhibit religion, musi
remain neutral toward religion, and must not become exces-
sively entangled with religion. Passage of H.R. 41 would in-
evitably be restrictive on churches and church institutions in
fund-raising. In &verson v. Board of Education (1947), the
Court declared that **State power is no more to be used to
hundicap religions than it is to favor them.”’ Twenty-three
years later, in Walz v. Tax Commission (1970}, the coun
reenforced this view by concluding that the position of the
state toward the church should be one of '‘benevolent neu-
trality.”” Chief Justice Warren Burger wrote, **We musi also
be sure that the end resuli—the effect—is not an excessive
government entanglement in religion.”” Two tests to deter-
mine excessive slale entanglement in religion were enun-
ciated: '‘whether the involvement is excessive, and whether it
is a continuing one calling for official and continuing surveil-
lance [eading to an impermissible degree of entanglement.™

In registering our opposition to the bill, we have main-
tained that the bill creates inequities between churches, that
key words and phrases in the bill are unclear and vague, that
the bill is in conflict with the free exercise of religion, and
that it gives to goverament the power to determine what is and
what is not a *‘religious’” purpose. There is, therefore, good
reason to believe that the courts would #ind the bill uacon-
stitutional on First Amendment grounds.

For all of the reasons stated above, we believe that
churches and associations and conventions of churches should
at least be excluded from coverage by the bili. Such legisla-
tion is a threat to the financial operation of every local
church, denominational church agency, church school, church
hospital, and mission endeavor.

(See SOLICITATIONS, p. 7)
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1) ONE OF THE HOTTEST church-state news items in Washington at the outset
e of 1978 is the effort in the U. S. Senate spearheaded by Senators
3 Daniel P. Moynihan (D-N.Y.) and Bob Packwood (R-Ore.} to enact
legislation providing tax credits for tuition paid at any private
w educatienal institution--higher, secondary, or elementary. It is
(: easily the biggest such proposal since the U. S. Supreme Court be-
’ gan striking down numerous state laws designed to funnel public
funds to nonpublic schools. The Baptist Joint Committee has

Joined the latest fray and further developments will be reported
in these pages.
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ALSO PENDING in Congress is H. R. 41, a bill designed to regulate the
solicitation of funds by religious and other charitable groups.
A thorough analysis of this controversial piece of legislation
can be read on the opposite page.
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e

-
v

YET ANOTHER LEGISLATIVE battle is brewing over 8. 1785, a measure

the which would require disclosure of lobbying activities and ex-

' penses by all groups which seek to influence Congress, including
toe the churches. As in the debate on charitable solicitations, the
wr position of the Baptist Joint Committee has been to seek ex-

he .L emption from the bill's coverage for churches and their agencies

- and institutions.

I
Ve ' TWO PROMINENT Southern Baptist Foreign Mission Board officials have

‘ publicly declared their support for ratification of the Panama
Canal treaties. Charles W. Bryan, the FMB's area secretary for
T Middle America and the Caribbean, and Ervin E. Hastey, a former
' missionary to Panama and president of the Baptist Mission there,

in- told Baptist Press that the treaties should be ratified in the
1l interest of American foreign policy and for missionary reasons
a1 as well. Next month’s Report from the Capital --i'l have the
n<d full story.

[

ol 8 ANOTHER ENDORSEMENT of the treaties came last month from the Ameri-
'{‘ -

can Baptist Churches' Boards of International and National
Ministries. The statement, which commends the government for

'ﬂ | signing the documents and urges the Senate to ratify them, at

- the same time says they do not measure up to the full aspira-

al tions of the Panamanian people. -

ch

iplal $anuary 1978 . Page 3




Tax Credit Legislation

By Carol B.

WASHINGTON—Tax credit for col-
lege tuition was killed for the 1977 ses-
sion of Congress when an amendment to
the Social Security appropriations bill at-
tached by Senator William V. Roth, Jr.
{R-Del.) altowing a $250-a-year credit
was severed.

The conferees had disagreed on the tax
credit provision, thereby holding up pas-
sage of the Social Security bill Under
Administration pressure o get the Social
Security legislation passed before ad-
journment, the controversial tax credit
provision was finally dropped.

Roth vowed he would renew his at-
tempts to provide tax relief for parents of
students in nonpublic colleges when Con-
gress reconvenes next year. Hearings have
been scheduled in January for a similar
measure allowing tax credits for all non-
public school swdents introduced by Sen-
ators Daniel P. Moynihan (D-N.Y.) and
Bob Packwood (R-Ore.).

The Baptist Joint Commitiee on Public.b
Affairs has opposed all attempts at the

and state level o provide tax cred-

iLs-for tuition. In August 1972 the Com-

«Imittee testified against a similar measure

before the House Committee on Ways and
Means.

The testimony offered a1 that time op-
posed giving tax credits for twition ‘‘be-
cause it is contrary to the traditional
American principle of religious liberty
and the constitutional separation of church
and state, and because it would be an un-
wise and divisive public policy.”

‘“*What must not be lost sight of is that
though the rax credits would be provided
for parents or guardians of sindents in pri-
vale nonprofit schools the purpose of the

Sidetracked For Now

Franklin

act is to aid schools rather than parenis
and to give substantial governmental aid
10 private school systems,'" the testimony
continued.

It further stated, "*“There can be no es-
cape from the conclusion that such infu-
sion of public funds into religious educa-
tion benefits the sponsoring church and
that the net result is that the taxpayers
generally are forced 1o join in subsidizing
religion. It is our position that this is not
the proper function of government in the
American system."'

The Baptist Joint Committee also par-
ticipated in a friend of the court brief in
1972 asking the U.S. Supreme Court 10
rule that “‘tax credit for tuition paid by
parents to nonpublic schools'™ is a viola-
tion of the establishment clause of the
First Amendmen of the Constitution.

The 1972 case challenged & New York
law which provided for a tax deduction
for parents payinggparochial or nonpublic
school tuition. The court averturned the
New York statute an the grounds that
**the effect of the aid is unmistakably to
provide desired financial support for non-
public, sectarian institutions. '

The current congressional efforts 1o
provide lax credit have aroused consider-
able controversy. Critics charge that the
relief would go primarily to middle and
upper income f7 tilies rather than those in
lower income brackets. Cost estimate 1o
the U.S. Treasury for one year is $1.2 bil-
lion. 11 has also been suggested thai
schools might raise tuition in response (o
this legislation. Supporters of the idea of
tax credit for tuition deny these charges.

Court Rules Out Payment to Parochial Schoeol

WASHINGTON—Nonpubiic schools
are not entitled to be reimbursed for ex-
penses incurred under state regulations
which have been ruled wnconstitutional,
the U.S. Supreme Court held here.

In a 6-3 decision, the high court dis-
missed the claim of Cathedral Academy of
New York City, a Roman Catholic paro-
chial school, which for five years has
sought reimbursement for state-mandated
expenses during the 1971-72 school year.

A 1970 New York law authorized pay-
meni to parochial schools for a number of

: Page 4

educational services, including testing,
maintenance of enrollment and health rec-
ords, and personnel qualification records.
The Supreme Court declared that law un-
constitutional, however, in the spring of
1972.

In response o the [972 decision, the
New York state legislature enacted a new
law authorizing reimbursement to non-
public schools for expenses incurred in
anticipation of state funds. This second
law, after lengthy proceedings in fower

(See PAYMENT, p. 7)

Vatican Envoy to Cost}s
U.S. $39,500 in 1978 ¥
T

By W. Barry Garret(

WASHINGTON--The Department of a
State will spend $39,500 during fiscal
year 1978 for President Carler's personaf 5!
representative 1o the Vatican, according 1o B¢
an estimate by a highly placed govcrn-!ht

ment officiul. 1"‘3

‘o

i

James W, Swihart, Jr., Country Officer
for ltalian Affairs in the Depariment of §
State, reported that for a nine year period, § ¢
beginning in 1970, the President’s per |
sonal representative to the Vatican will 48
have cost $318,210. jth

President Carter in 1977 appainied,
David M. Walters as his personal repre.
sentative to the Vatican 10 succeed Henry §
Cabot Lodge who filled the same posilion.‘LWI
under Presidents Nixon and Ford. Both
Lodge and Walters have served withou§ "
salary, although their expenses have heen | ?.r
fully paid by the U.S. government. .

i
The information from the Depariment '(Sri

of State was provided as 2 result of u re- !

quest through the office of Rep. Gene

Taylor (R-Mo.) who

sp
fo
¢ch
' Cc

All of the costs were not included in the
report by Swihart, since, as he explained.
'the salaries of afl Foreign Service em-|
ployees are centrally charged in Washing- Cup
tor and not included in the expenses of.L,‘
individual posts.”* He continued, **In this
case, the total salary cost of the two em-
ployees who assist the President’s per-
sonal representative is $44,641."
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Left unanswered by the Department of
State is the following question. *‘Is the
status of this envoy that of (I) the Presi:
dent's representative to the Vaticap asa
church and religious organization, or (2) &
a representative of a temporal sovercign
government, with goveramental powers,
and with ambassadors to many other,
sovereign governments 91' the world?" |
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The estimated FY 1978 expenses for the
President’s personal representative 1o thef
Vatican is as follows: travel, $4,500; sub-
sistence, $2,100; office expenses, includ-
ing clerical, $27,100; all other expenses.
$5,800 for a total of $39,500 for the year.
(BP)

Report from the Capilsiliar




ostll Supreme Court Update

'8 3High Court to Decide

Tenn. Pastor's Case

t By Stan L. Hasley

nt ol
liscal B WASHINGTON—IJustices of the U.S.

sona]lSupreme Courl arc one step closer lo de-

ing 10§ ciding @ major church-state case after

hearing oral urgumenis in the case of a
yPBaptist minister from Tennessee who was
1sued afler running for the stale constitu-
nonal convention.

The high courl was asked by the attor-
ney for Paul A. McDaniel, pustor of the
Second Missionary Baptist Church in
Chattanooga, 10 strike down 4 provision in
the Tennessee stale constitution dating to
1796 which declares that *‘no Minister of
the Gospel or priesi of any denomination
whatever, shall be eligible 10 a seat in
Tenry either House of 1he l:egi'slature." -
Tennessee’s constitutional prohibition,
5;:::‘4‘“’“?*‘ had not been challenged in court
IhUUl( unﬂl 1977, declares that ministers and
been § PUESIS should be excluded from public of-
fice because they ‘‘are by their profes-
sion, dedicated to God and the care of
Souls, and ough net to be diverted from
the great duties of their functions.™”

McDaniel ran for a seat from the 29th
Lhouse district in Tennessee's election for a
special constitulional convention. In a
four-way race, he won easily but was
challenged in Hamilion County Chancery
Court by Selma Cash Paty, an opponent
- €M B who ran second to McDanicl. That court
hing-Tupheld his election but on appeal the Ten-
€s ‘?f-"messec Supreme Courl ruled for Paty,
nish  McDaniel was granted his seat in the
} CM-Erecemly-concluded constitutionat conven-
Per Jtion by virtue of action by Supreme Court
lustice Potter Stewart staying the Tennes-
see ruling.
nt of | In challenging the decision of Tennes-
s lh}‘1 see’s high court, McDaniel’s attorney,
’resi- ) Frederic S. LeClercq, of Knoxville, ar-
as 2§ gued that the state prohibition was enacted
(2) asBat a time in American history when anti-
reign@clericalism was prevalent. 1t was not the
wers. fintention of the founding fathers, he con-
nher ended, to exclude the clergy from hotding
" Roffice.

LeClercq cited not only the First
ir the BAmendment's guarantee 1o free exercise
3 the Rof religion, bui stated that a **respectable
sub-jargument’* could be made for his client
clud-Rfrom Article VI of the federal Constitu-
nses,"Blon, which states that *‘no religious lest
year. gishall ever be required as a qualification to

{See McDANIEL, p. 7)
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Forced Retirement Ok’d;
May Be Short-Lived

By Stan L. Hastey

WASHINGTON—In a ruling that may
have little or no lasting cffect. the U.S.
Supreme Court held here that emiployers
may force some workers to retire before
age 65.

The 7-2 decision came in the case of a
former pilot for United Air Lines, Harris
S. McMann, of Alexandria, Va., who was
involuntarily retired spon his 60ih birth-
day in 1973,

Six years cartier Congress had passed
the Age Discrimination in Employment
Act forbidding “arbitrary uge discrimina-
tion in employment’” and seeking instcad
“'to help employers and workers find
ways of meeting problems arising from
the impact of age on employment.™”

The law did qpake an exception for
employers with **bona fide'" retirement
programs already in effect prior te pas-
sage of the law. United Air Lines has had
such a program since 1941

The distinction may be academic, how-
ever, becuuse both houses of Conpress re-
cently pussed new amendments to the
1967 taw making it iliegal for employers
to force retirement before age 70 for any
reason. That mcasure is currently in a
conference commitice of both houses. It is
expected 10 receive final passage and be
signed into law by the President early this
year.

Chief Justice Warren E. Burger, who
wrote the opinion for the 7-2 majority,
stated that the inlent of Congress in pass-
ing the original 1967 law was to make ex-
ceptions for *‘the countiess bona fide re-
tirement plans’ already in effect.

While acknowledging that “*we do not
pass on the wisdom of fixed mandatory re-
tirements a1 a particular age,” the court
went on to declare that United Air Lines’
1941 redirement plan **cannot be a subter-
fuge to evade an Act passed 26 years
later.””

**To spell out an intent in 1941 to evade
a statutory requirement not enacted until
1967,"" Burger concluded, *attributes, at
the very least, a remarkable prescience to
the employer.”

Writing for himself and Justice William
I. Brennan, Justice Thurgood Marshali
argued in a dissenting opinion that ‘‘the
mischief the Court fashions today may be
short lived"" in that it **may have virtually
no prospective effect.”’

{See RETIREMENT, p. 6)

Women Win Battle in
Seniority Rights Case

By Stun L. Hastey

WASHINGTON-—Companies may not
penalize women returning from mandatory
pregnancy leave by denying them seaior-
ity rights, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled
here.

Al the same time, employers are under
no legal obligation to pay sick leave to
women while they are temporarily re-
maoved from the work force to give birth.

The high court’s unanimous decision
sought to clarify the extent of legal rights
of pregnant women uader the Civil Rights
Act one year afler ruling that pregnant
women are not entitled 1o disability bene-
fits during malernity leave.

That decision, involving the General
Electric Co. {GE), was condemacd by
leaders 10 the women's movement as 4
blow against their objective of equality
between the sexes.

Both the GE case and the present one,
involving pregnancy leave policies at the
Nashville (Tenn.) Gas Co., have to da
with application of Title VII of the Civil
Rights Aci of 1964, a portion of which
reads that an employer may noit *‘limit,
segregate, or classify his employces or
applicants for employment in any way
which would deprive or tend to eprive
any individua! of employment oppartuni-
tics or otherwise adversely affect his
status  as  an employee because
of . . .sex.”

The Nashville case involved Nara D.
Satty, a clerk in the customer accounting
department at Nashville Gas Co. Although
she had accumulfated almost tour years'
seniority when she began her maternity
leave, company policy stripped her of
seniority benefits when she returned to
work ten weeks after going out on mater-
nity leave.

In addition, Satty discovered upon her
return that her old position had been
eliminated and that the best the company
would offer her was a temporacy job a1 a
lower salary than she had earned pre-
viously. While holding the temporary job,
she unsuccessfully applicd for three per-
manent positions, all of which were
awarded to employees who had begun
working for Nashville Gas Co. afier Sat-
ty's maternity leave began.

The high courtruled that such a policy
of discriminating against employees
forced 10 1ake maternity leave and sub-

{Sec PREGNANCY, p. 7)
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Baptist Pastor Named in South Korean ‘Manipulation’ Plan

ATLANTA—William L. Sell, a South-
ern Baptist minister listed by a secret Ko-
rean Central Intelligence Agency (KCIA)
document as a candidate for possible
“*manipulation,”” said he finds the listing
‘‘curious’’ and welcomes the chance 10
discuss it openly.

Sclf, pastor of Atlanta’s Wieuca Road
Baptist Church, said he traveled to South
Korea, Feb. 15-25, 1975, as a guest of
that government because the visil ‘‘repre-
sented to me a unique opportunity lo wit-
ness for my faith in Jesus Christ to a
foreign head of state. No Christian should
ever pass up that chance.’’ Self said he
went as a pastor, ‘‘not in any official
capacily from my government or my
denominalion.”’

The visit came after it was recom-
mended by Korean evangelist Billy Kim,
who had led an evangelistic crusade at
Wieuca Road Baptist Church in Nov.,
1974. The trip, at the invitation of the
South Korean prime minister, included an
audience with Korean President Par
Chung Hee. The Korean leaders wante

o come (o their country (o assess
ﬁg}spwad charges tha religious oppres-
< Slon existed there.

The KCIA document, recently released
by the House Subcommitiee on Intema-
tional Organizations, involved a ‘‘1976
Plan for Operation in the United Stales’”
which involved ‘‘manipulation™ of
nemerous religious leaders, Congress, the
White House, the Pentagon, the media
and the academic community. The KCIA,
which apparently never got the plan fully
taunched, plotied infiltration to strengthen
**the execution of the U.S. security com-
mitment to the ROK (Republic of Korea)
and ROK-US ties.””

The House committee deleted names
from the released document because the
invesligation is in progress, but Self
openly declared that he has been contacled
by the House committee and told the
document lists his name. He said the
committee asked for an interview which
*I welcome because [ have nothing to
hide."’

*'I do not know at this point what some
of their (the South Koreans) intentions
were,”” he said in a telephone inlerview
wilh Baptist Press, **but mine were and
are clear. Perhaps I'm naive in interna-
tional, worldly politics, but it represented
10 me & most unique opporiunity to wit-
ness for my faith in Jesus Christ to a
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By W. Barry Garreit and Robert O'Brien

foreign head of state.”’

Self said he has a natural inclination
toward internationals because the Adanta
Korecan church uses Wieuca Road
Church’s facilities and because his church
has a long-standing ministry to interna-
tionals in Atlanta through language and
citizenship classes.

He said that during the 1975 visit he
and Korean officials *‘exchanged custom-
ary gifts, not money; ideas, not contracts,
and the chance to explore iruths, not in-
trigue.’” He said the visit included *'a
routine public relations visit 10 the KCIA
headquarters, the Chief of Naval Opera-
tions and others—all with the knowledge
of the U.S. Embassy.™’

But he said no one attempted to brbe or
improperly influence him, either in Korea
or since his return to the States.

He did note that he has writien some
letters to U.S. senators and representa-
tives urging retention of U.S. troops in
Korea and that Kim preached . Sunday
evening sermon at his church #~d has in-
troduced him 1@ various Korean dig-
nitaries during Kim's 1976 visits 10 the
U.Ss.

‘‘Bul no one has aitempted to get me to
do anything improper,’’ declared Self.
**Billy Kim wanted me to support troop
retention, but [ wrote the letters because 1,
along with the Pentagon, happen to be-
lieve we should keep troops there. It
would be unthinkable to sell my integrity
for an overseas trip.”’

When he returned from Korea, Self said
in a 1975 interview that he found tha
Christians are free to preach and
evangelize in South Korea, as long as they
refrain from overt acts of political inter-
ference that might upset *‘the delicate bal-
ance of power'* there.

During his 1975 interview with Presi-
dent Park, Self, a trustee of the Southern
Baptist Convention (SBC) Foreign Mis-
sion Board, said he told Park that SBC
missionaries are instructed to conduct
spiritual ministries to persons, not become
involved in the politics of the country.
Self became president of the Board’s trus-
tees in 1977.

The KCIA documemi also called for
“‘manipulation®’ of a 359-member Baptist
tour group {which Self says is ‘*totally un-
related to me’") and a series of other pro-
posed actions among leaders from many
areas of life.

They include invitations to important

-

. b
persons in the Methodist and Presbyterian = py
churches in the States to visit Korea; man-.: -3
ipulation of a minister of the Holiness =
Church and another person “*of the over- §- s
seas missionary board of the nationall fg
headquarters of the American Methodisi" i
church;"" sirengthening of the **utilization :{
of already pro-ROK religious figures;™
utilization of a person with a Korean lan- u-m
guage newspaper; utilization and suppres- ; sa
sion of anti-government Christians; invita- §' 4
tions 1o influential ‘‘resident” religiousd. o
leaders 10 visit Korea at the expense of the © yr
Korcan government; and payment of ex-
penses in an attempt to influence 50,
churches in Washinglon, New York, Los'
Angeles, San Francisco, Chicago and.-rn
Houston. an

The objectives of the **1976 Plan,” as |3
stated in the document, were to thwarl
North Korean control and influence in';’”w
America, strengthen U.S. commiiment (o« g.¢h
South Korea and disrupt North Korea's in- @ Py
filtration of Korean residents in the U.S. f wl

The document outlined *‘operational
guidelines'” to achieve the objectives.
They included efforts to **organize forces :‘-
supporting the ROK in all circles in the
U.S. and wransform anti-ROK public opin- ', .
ion."* (BP) .{,m

. )
Retirement Vwn

R i
(Continued from p. 5) ‘!";:1;

He also suggested that older workers \Lanc
adversely affected by the ruling have a ¥nilo
**simple route’’ 10 regain their jobs: they "] Tit
‘*need only reapply for the vacancy ¢ 1
created by (their) retirement’” because the pos
law clearly prohibits discrimination in-‘aya
employment on the basis of age. ; 1

The U.S. Deparitment of Labor esti- g g the
mates that some eleven million American: 270l
workers may be temporarily affected by r law
the court’s decision. ‘ lea

In another action involving alleged dis- - I
crimination, the high court announced it
will decide if a company that relines blast ™'
furnaces violated the Civil Rights Act by .44
hiring white bricklayersAfrom a list which
included only whites while bypassing -
similarly qualified blacks.

The company is prepared to argue that

S

discriminatory intent must be proved 3> I
rather than discriminatory effect, a line of Jpov
reasoning already used by the high court Bprd

in deciding several recent sex discrimin- tgand
ation cases. (BP) As
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| O’Hair

- {Continued from p. 1)

| broadcasting. This rumor is as faise as the
iun 2+ rumors about Mrs. O Hair and the FCC.
an-7l,  Yet another myth subscribed to by
ess © many church people and some journalists
er- 3- js that the Texas atheist was responsible
nal i for the Supreme Court decisions on prayer
1isth" in schools. The facts are as follows.
ion | Mrs. O'Hair was not connected in any
5% way with the landmark 1962 decision in
an-'‘u-1he New York case in which the Court
¢s- T said that a governmentally written and
a- approved prayer, reguired by government
wsdy|p be recited by school children, is
the © unconstitutional,
*X-'* She was a party in an auxtliary case in
50X 1963 when the Court ruted that gov-
08 % ernmentally required religious devolions
nd, w for school children, such as Bible reading

and/or recitation of the Lord’s Prayer, vio-
as' ¥ late the Constitution.
art The Icgal suit over the motto *‘In God
in , We Trust™ is being followed closely by
iO- the staff of the Baplist Joint Committee on
Public Affairs in Washington, D.C.,

" which will report new developments in thc
1l 7 case as they occur. (BPA)

:S.
~es$. Pregnancy
he {Continued from p. 5)
g 3scquen!!y denied seniority rights violates
the law
- Justice William H. Rehnquist, whe
I wrole the court's opinion, said thal the
r:ompany policy both deprived affecied
1 cmployees of employment opportunities
15 iJ.and adVersely affected their siatus as em-
1 pployees in violation of the provisions of
ey {Title VII.
-¥ 4« The policy, Rehnquist continued, *‘im-
he || posed on women a substantial burden that
ins"men need not suffer.

The justices nevertheless reaffirmed
j+ § their decision last year in the GE case by
in g'euling that Satty was not entitled under the
sy £ Jaw to sick leave pay while on matemnity

“Pleave.
s. % Rehnquist said that the denial of such
it ] Pay '‘is merely the loss of income for the
st <J-period the employee is not at work’* and
iy that **such an exclusion has no direct ef-
" “fect upon either employment opportunities
' .or job status.'" (BPA)

Payment
(Continued from p. 4)
courls, has now been declared simitarly
unconstitutional.

Supreme Cournt justice Potter Stewart,
who wrote the majority opinion, stated
that because the purpose of the second
New York law was identical to the first,
it is for the identical reasons invalid. "

Stewart countered an argument by
Cathedral Academy that the once-only
payment called for under the second New
York law could not excessively involve
government in the affairs of a4 church by
saying that '‘the prospect of church and
state litigating in court about what does ot
does not have religious meaning touches
the very core of the constitutional guaran-
tce against religious establishment, and it
cunnot be dismissed by saying it will hap-
pen onty once.™’

To have ruled in the schoal’s favor,

Stewart declared, ' would mean that every
such unconstitutional statute, like every
dog, pets one bite.’

The New York law, Stewart concluded,
wauld "“of necessity either have the pri-
mary effect of aiding religion . . . (or) re-
sult in excessive state involvement in reli-
gious affairs.”

Chief Justice Warren E. Burger and jus-
tice Wiltiam H. Rehaquist dissenled in a
bricf statement, saying that a 1973 deci-
stan permitting a one-time reimbursement
payment 1o Pennsylvania private schoals
should govern the present case.

Justice Byron R. White, who has con-
sistently voted to uphold nonpublic
schaol aid plans, also dissented, saying
that the high court majority *'continues to
misconstrue the First Amendment in a
manner that discriminates against religion
and is contrary to the fundamental educa-
tivnal needs of the cauatry.”” (BPA)

McDaniel

(Continued from p. S)

any office or public trust under the United
States.”

McDaniel’s frec cxercise argument,
summed up in & written brief submitted
this summer, says that Tennessee ‘‘exacts
a cruel penalty—it relegates Rev.
McDaniel and other minisiers 10 the level
of second class citizenship,™

An assistam attorney general of Tea-
nessee, Kennelth R. Herrell of Nashville,
argued before the high court that the
state's interest in the law is the separation
of church and state. He cited the First
Amendment's clause forbidding the estub-
lishment of religion as sufficient founda-
tion for Tennessee’s prohibition against
clergy in public office.

Justice John Paul Stevens interrupted
Herrell at one point to ask if the state’s
absolute conception of separation of
church and state could be carried to the
theoretical extreme of denying 1o all
regular church-goers access to public of-
fice. Herrell responded that the state
would have a legitimate interest in such a
provisiosn.

At another point in Herrell's presenta-
tion, Chief Justice Warren E. Burger

asked if Tennessee's prison chaplains are
paid by the state and Herrell again an-
swered in the affirmative.

Burger also posed the question if all
members of denominations which make
every adherent a minister automatically
would thereby be excluded. Herrell once
more answered, " Yes. '’

in an interview after the hearing,
McDaniel siated his belief that the state
has no compelling interest in forbidding
him and other members of the clergy from
holding office. He stated further that the
state’s arguments made in the Tennessece
Supreme Court that to allow clergy to
hold office would give them dispropor-
tionate influence because of the peaple
under their spiritual care has not come to
pass. He indicated that he functioned as
any other member of the constitutional
convention.

The justices will now take the case
under advisement, with na decision likely
uatil sometime after the first of the year.
Because of the illness of justice Hamry A.
Blackmun, the remaining cight justices
will decide the case. (BPA)

ks

Solicitations
:; N (Continued from p. 2)

al 3 January 1978

Hopefully, Congress will give primary attention to granting
f_gpower of disclosure to the Postal Service to confidential rec-
1t gords of contributors where there is evidence of mail fraud
\- t¥and/or evidence of criminal or civil violation of exlsung laws.

As Congressman Don Bonker (D-Wis.) expressed it on the

floor of the House shortly before the 1977 Christmas recess,
**H.R. 41 is the wrong approach to abuses in the name of

charity."’

Service.

Meanwhile, there is anrurgent need for the exclu-
sion of the churches and conventions and associations of
churches from H.R. 4[ and of making your views known to
members of the House Committee on Post Office and Civil
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Educators
(Continued from p. 1)
maintain and strengthen contacts with na-
tional education groups.

Senator Richard Schweiker (R-Pa.) en-
couraged the participants to see hope for
the goal of a ‘‘strong, healthy system of
private education.” *‘I sce good things in
Congress for private schools,” he said.
He noted that he has introduced a *tuition
relief'’ measure in the Senate (5. 834)
which will be in hearings in January 1978
before the Senate Finance Committee.

Schweiker noted that certain myths still
plague the private schools’ image with the
public. He urged the educators 1o dispel
the myths that privale schools are only for
the rich or that they cost much more than
public education. He also pointed out that
private schools are not all alike and that
many have heavy minority enrollment.

Two legal authorities who spoke to the
conference cautioned against 1oo much op-
timism by private educators. Charles
Whelan, professor of law, Fordham Uni-
versity, noted that he was sympathetic to

the desires of his audience but told them,
“If t were to tell you that there were no
constitutional problems imaginable with
the wuition 1ax credit, | should be
disbarred. ™

Charles Wilson, attorney with a Wash-
ington, D.C. law firm, warned of the
dangers in public aid to private school
cases. He told the participants that if the
Nutional Labor Relations Board is denied
jurisdiction over clementary and sec-
ondary school teachers in labor disputes
on the grounds that that would constitute
excessive governmental enlanglement in
pervasively religious schools, then the
courts may rule against public aid (o those
schools.

The Council for American Private Edu-
cation represents 14 national educational
organizations which either serve or oper-
ate about 15,000 private elementary and
secondary schools. These schools employ
about 225,000 teachers and enroll nearty
4.2 million students. According 10 CAPE.
this represents about 90 percent of all swu-
dents attending private schools in the
United States. (BPA)
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