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Pluralism, Consensus, Freedom

Amicus Curiae or, "friend-of-the-court" briefs the
Baptist Joint Committee often prepares to voice

its concern in Supreme Court case over religious liberty
issues, might also be called "friend-of-the-peop!e"
briefs. This recognizes their intent, which is the protec­
tion and preservation of religious and civic freedoms.
Earl Trent, a member of the BJC board has prepared or
assisted in writing these briefs for this office and for his
American Baptist denomination.

The over-reaching hand of government (or that of
any other institution) poses a threat to those liberties,
as Trent's article, "What Cost Freedom?" reveals. An
attorney, he delineates some experiences of his denom­
ination, noting that the powerful influence of the
church to affect change in public policy often provides
the occasion for reactive government policy.

Part of the current dilemma, however, is the relative
ignorance of Baptists who ought to know and appreci­
ate their church history better, compounded by the
greater ignorance of those judges and government bu­
reaucrats who view religion with little or no respect.
That sets the scene for the possible departure from the
guarantees of the First Amendment—and good church
folk, unaware, may take the catalytic role. Trent looks
at the use of tax laws and municipal ordinances as de­
pressing influences on religious freedom, although
those responsible say they want merely to keep in
check groups which prey on the public.

The distance from those government actions that
have the potential of abridging liberties to that of a vo­
cal minority which parades as a majority is not quite as
long as some might suppose. George Peck "poses the
question" of church/state separation in terms of a "pub­
lic theology." At its core are the twin value-creating en­
tities of American pluralism and American religion.
Pluralism moves society toward a genuinely secular
culture, says Peck. While conservative religious groups
rightly sense some dangers, they fail to provide correc­
tives, however because they counter with their own re­
ligious biases. This confuses social policy and theology.

Thus, the anvil is in place for hammering out a con­
sensus that must satisfy both pluralstic America, whose
composition runs the gamut from religious to
antireligious types, and the narrower spectrum of
highly conservative religious groups that may share a
consensus on particular social issues such as abortion
or mandated school prayer. The pitfall for the
"mainline" church, Peck observes, lies in their failing to
take seriously the matter of a national consensus. He
credits the Moral Majority for focusing the issue.

REPORT lost a reviewer in the passing of Stanley L.
Stuber, but more important the church in America lost
a staunch defender and able representative of religious
liberty and human rights concerns. An ordained Amer­
ican Baptist, Dr. Stuber was a representative on the first
board of the Baptist Joint Committee, and for 15 years
served as chairman of the BWA's Religious Liberty
Commission. He was an official observer at United Na­
tions sessions in San Francisco and New York, and at­
tended Vatican II by special invitation. In retirement,
he became a volunteer servant, having lost none of his
commitment and was accorded broad recognition for
these manifold contributions.  Victor Tupitza
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news/views/trends

WASHINGTON
BSERVATIONS

Baptist Joint Committee executive director James M. Dunn in a letter to U.S. Rep. Bill
Alexander, D-Ark, protested the weekly broadcast into Cuba of the Roman Catholic Mass
over U.S.-funded Radio Marti. He expressed alarm at the practice, declaring "Religious
radio is no part of the business of government." Also protesting in a letter to President
Reagan, ABC executive minister (New Jersey) George Younger held that "the broadcasting
of religious worship services does not seem a proper subject for Voice of America."

Reports of the practice over Radio Marti, which began broadcasting into the Communist
nation in May, were confirmed by Voice of America spokeswoman Rogene Waite. She said
her agency's charter includes a provision for religious programming that "reflect(s) religion
in the United States." In addition to the broadcasting of the Mass, she said religious
programs include a weekly half-hour "ecumenical" program featuring religion in the news,
and a "roundtable" discussion with personalities from the world of religion.

She also said Voice of America, which broadcasts in 42 languages around the world,
primarily into Communist-controlled nations—presents "ad hoc" religious programs during
Christian, Jewish and Muslim religious holidays. In addition, VOA has been airing the Mass
into Poland since the December, 1981 imposition of martial law there.

Congressman Alexander, an Episcopalian, read Dunn's letter into the Congressional Record
July 17 during debate over an administration request to increase Radio Marti funding in
fiscal year 1986. An amendment to freeze spending at its current $8.5 million rate was
adopted by voice vote. •

The head of the Christian Broadcasting Network (CBN), purporting to speak for Southern
Baptists, told a U.S. Senate committee the Southern Baptist Convention opposes proposed
civil rights legislation designed to overturn a 1984 U.S. Supreme Court ruling on sex
discrimination. In his testimony, M. G. (Pat) Robertson also declared that the Baptist Joint
Committee on Public Affairs "does not truly speak" for the SBC.

The Washington-based office's executive director, James Dunn, called Robertson's
statements "unconscionable." He said, "It is unconscionable that an independent television
evangelist would purport to speak for Southern Baptists and an even greater affront to
conscience that he would misrepresent the SBC resolution." Robertson had testified that an
SBC resolution adopted last year opposed similar legislation in the last Congress.

In a letter sent immediately to members of the Senate Committee, Dunn noted the 1984
resolution "did not oppose the primary thrust of the Civil Rights Act of 1984," but asked
Congress to exempt church-related colleges and universities that receive no federal tax
dollars "from being defined as recipients of federal financial assistance under the Act."

Sen. Charles E. Grassley, R-Iowa, asked Robertson if he knew the position of the Baptist
Joint Committee on the proposed legislation. Robertson, who had said the Baptist Joint
Committee does not agree with "most Southern Baptists" or "the current leadership" of the
SBC, replied the committee is "probably in favor, but I haven't gotten their specific
position." Dunn's letter to the Senate body noted that the Convention "specifically
requested" his agency to inform Congress of its resolution which requested the exemption of
institutions which do not receive federal funds. •
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Earl W. Trent, Jr.

What Price Freedom?
ISSUES OF RELIGIOUS LIBERTY

The American Baptist Churches in
the U.S.A, has been active and
outspoken in expressing Ameri­

can Baptist views with respect to issues
of church and state that are crucial to re­
ligious liberty in America. We have in­
tervened in litigation dealing with these
important issues both as "friends of the
court," expressing our opinion on partic­
ular issues, and as party plaintiffs
seeking relief from governmental actions
directly affecting our organizations. The
cases we participate in involve questions
about how a church should be orga­
nized, how church property is managed,
how church leaders are selected, restric­
tions on charitable solicitation, restric­
tions on the practice of religious beliefs,
and the rights of church members. We
appreciate how legal precedents estab­
lished in cases involving small and unor­
thodox religious groups can be applied
to restrict our mission activities. There­
fore, sometimes we must side with
groups whose beliefs and practices are
antithetical to the Baptist faith. This has
caused some Baptists to withdraw their
support for our struggle.

Today, too many of our members
have lost the vision of the framers of the
Constitution that government should
not interfere in matters of religion, but
should guarantee the freedom of every
religion to flourish based upon the zeal
of its adherents and the appeal of its
dogma. Their vision has been obscured
by the regulations promulgated by the
government bureaucrats and judicial
opinions handed down by judges. Many
of our judges and government bureau­
crats view religion as irrelevant or de­
serving little respect on great moral is­
sues of our time. New state and local
taxes under the guise of assessments for
municipal services are being levied
against churches; information returns

Mr. Trent is House Counsel for National Min­
istries, American Baptist Churches in the
U.S.A, and a member of the Board of the Bap­
tist Joint Committee on Public Affairs. 

with penalties for failure to file timely
are proliferating; pastors are prosecuted
and jailed for failure to comply with
licensing requirements for the operation
of church schools; church assets are be­
ing seized under the assertion of state
authority over charitable trusts; tax ex­
emptions are being revoked because of
religious practices contrary to stated
public policy; and parsonage allowances
are being denied because ministers are
witnessing in ways peculiar to the minis­
try of their church. If the bureaucrats are
successful, pastors who attempt to influ­
ence legislation will be required to regis­
ter as lobbyists and list their churches as
"political action committees."

One might wonder why so much at­
tention is directed at churches which are
voluntary associations producing no net
profit and therefore, no taxable income. I
suspect that it is because of the very
freedom which the First Amendment
grants religious groups. All of the great
social movements of our time have
evolved from the deeply-held religious
beliefs of their proponents and have
been successful. The vast resources and
influence of the religious community
have been utilized to bring about
changes in government policies and
practices. However, the enormous
power of the religious community to af­
fect changes within our society is indeed
troubling to those who would rather pre­
serve the status quo.

Those who fear the influence of reli­
gion seek to control the mission of
churches by narrowing the scope of per­
missible religious activity. Suddenly, the
act of ministers speaking out and
demonstrating against perceived social
injustices and erosions of moral values is
defined as attempts to influence legisla­
tion. The labeling of religious activity as
lobbying allows the government to
impose restrictions on religious activity,
restrictions which otherwise would be
impermissible under the First Amend­
ment. The courts justify the current re­
strictions on the grounds of a

"compelling state interest" which cannot
be served in less restrictive ways. The
courts forget, though, that religious free­
dom means that ministers have a consti­
tutional right to offer public witness to
the issues of our time, even if they are
concerned with issues which may verge
on the political. No interest of the State
can be more compelling than to insure
that religious witness is permitted to the
fullest extent, as the First Amendment
prescribes. Certainly, we do not believe
that people should be defrauded, or
physically harmed, or that infractions of
our criminal codes should occur under
the guise of religion. The government
has the right and the power to obliterate
criminal activity and prosecute the crimi­
nals. However, paranoia of crime can
never justify encroachment upon the
fundamental freedom of religion.

No group can be more law-abiding
than the Amish farmers in Pennsylvania.
Their religious beliefs forbid contribu­
tions to any form of insurance or social
welfare program, including the Social
Security system. Three years ago, the
United States Supreme Court held that
there was a compelling state interest in
insuring the solvency of the Social Secu-

— the enormous power of
the religious community to af­
fect changes within our soci­
ety is indeed troubling to
those who would rather pre­
serve the status quo.

rity Fund.1 This interest, said the Court,
overrode any legitimate religious objec­
tions of the Amish farmers. To appreci­
ate the extent to which this "compelling
state interest" rubric has been stretched
to overcome sincere religious convic­
tions, it should be noted that there were
fewer than forty Amish affected by this
decision, while over 800 federal judges,
including the Justices of the Supreme
Court, have always been excluded from 
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contributing to the Social Secuirty Fund.
Shortly after this decision, state and local
taxing agencies began reviewing their
regulations to determine whether this
decision authorized them to collect taxes
from churches to support failing state
workmen's compensation and
unemployment compensation funds.
Many concluded that they had a
"compelling state interest" in collecting
these taxes from churches.

Tax Laws Against Religion
In 1954, most religious leaders did not

foresee that the newly enacted Internal
Revenue Code would become a sword to
be used against religion. They believed
that it was in keeping with the First
Amendment for churches to apply for
recognition of their tax-exempt status.
Perhaps if they had known that the ap­
plication process would eventually re­
quire completion of over 40 pages of
documents, often with the assistance of
an attorney and an accountant, they
would not have agreed so readily. When
IRS began auditing the National Council
of Churches ten years ago, many repre­
sentatives of the mainline religious or­
ganizations awoke to this new threat to
their religious liberty. They became ac­
tively involved in all newly proposed
federal legislation which might affect
churches. This was effective. We won
most of the battles in Congress to clearly
set apart religious organizations from
controls applied to other non-profit or­
ganizations. We could not, however con­
trol the bureaucrats who interpreted and
promulgated the tax regulations.

In recent years, IRS has acted as if its
mission were not simply the collection of
taxes from individuals and business en­
terprises, but the regulation of religious
expression. Without any semblance of
statutory authority, IRS has expanded
upon its regulatory authority and openly
attacked churches and religious organi­
zations, simply because the government
bureaucrats disagree with the theology
or religious mission of the churches. No
other government agency knows better
than IRS how to establish theories of tax
liability against organizations that are
small, unpopular, and with beliefs dif­
fering from the mainstream of religious
thought. It is easy for the public to forget
that we are not free unless the most de­
spised among us enjoy the same free­
doms. [The U.S. vs. Bob Jones University
case and that against Sun Myung Moon
are cited by the author in support.]

Those of us who have represented
churches have always argued that the
exemption of churches from taxation
arose from the churches' status as reli­
gious organizations and not as a result of
any benefit granted to them by govern­
ment. It has always been understood

... religious freedom means
that ministers have a constitu­
tional right to offer public
witness to the issues of our
time, even if they are con­
cerned with issues which may
verge on the political.

that churches and religious organiza­
tions are not taxable entities. This argu­
ment has been severely undermined by
the decision on Bob Jones University. The
requirement that a church abide by
"public policy" criteria imposed by the
government places all religious organiza­
tions at great peril. The civil rights
movement, which operated largely out
of churches at a time when the public
policy of our government supported seg­
regation, would have threatened the tax-
exempt status of such churches, since
those churches were taking positions
against segregation and racial
discrimination.

Another Tool Against Religion
While the Federal government is using

the tax laws to undermine religious free­
dom in America, local municipalities are
enacting charitable solicitation ordi­
nances to accomplish the same goal.
These ordinances that have proliferated
in recent years pose a genuine threat to
the freedom of churches to raise funds to
finance the ever increasing costs of their
mission activities.

Governmental attempts to control the
solicitation tactics of the International
Society for Krishna Consciousness in
Houston, Texas, and the Church of
Scientology in Clearwater, Florida, have
led to governmental overreaching which
infringes upon the liberty of all churches
to raise funds free from governmental
restraints.

When the city of Clearwater enacted
its Charitable Solicitation Ordinance on
October 6, 1983, it was more severe than
any ordinance previously enacted in the
rest of the country. It became clear that
other cities were waiting to see if the
Clearwater ordinance would fly before
enacting similar ones. Therefore, we had
little choice but to challenge it. Four
long-established national charitable and
religious organizations, Americans
United for Separation of Church and
State; the National Council of Churches
of Christ in the U.S.A.; the American
Jewish Committee; and the American
Baptist Churches in the U.S.A., all rep­
resenting diverse interests, filed suit in

the federal district court, along with
other Florida religious organizations and
churches. All of these organizations
wanted a declaration and an injunction,
to the effect that: 1) the ordinance im­
pinged on First Amendment rights; 2)
the ordinance was void for being vague;
3) the ordinance impermissibly discrimi­
nated against organizations entitled to
First Amendment protection; 4) the ordi­
nance violated the First Amendment's
freedom of speech and freedom of the
press; and 5) the ordinance violated the
free exercise clause and the establish­
ment clause of the First Amendment.
When a court reviews a piece of legisla­
tion, there is a presumption that the leg­
islation is valid and constitutional. This
presumption, however, does not apply
to governmental regulations affecting
First Amendment rights. In fact, when
there is "a regulation which restricts the
exercise of First Amendment freedoms,
there is a heavy presumption against its
validity..."2

In Sherbert v. Verner3 the Court estab­
lished a three-part test to determine
when free exercise rights under the First
Amendment are violated. The test is: 1)
whether there is a burden imposed on
the exercise of religion; 2) whether the
burden is justified by a compelling state
interest; and 3) when a compelling state
interest is shown, whether there are al­
ternatives that are less restrictive to
achieve the State's objective. This con­
cern of the Court with finding a
"compelling state interest" was reaf­
firmed in a case following Sherbert. That
case is Wisconsin v. Yoder.4 In Yoder,
Wisconsin refused to exempt 14 and 15
year old Amish students from the re­
quirement of attending school until the
age of 16. The Court concluded that the
exemption could be granted, since
nearly all Amish children continue to
live in the Amish community through­
out their lives, and since the training
they receive is enough to prepare them
well for that life. Thus, the Court
showed that the "compelling state inter­
est" is not always easy to show and
must be balanced against the heavy
weight of First Amendment rights.

The Clearwater ordinance is an exam­
ple of how a law that is too broad and
vague can be violated by groups or indi­
viduals not knowing that it affects their
activities. The ordinance defines the
term "charitable organization" to mean
"an organization or person which is or
holds itself out to be a benevolent, edu­
cational, voluntary health, philan­
thropic, human, religious, or eleemosy­
nary organization that solicits or obtains
contributions solicited from the public
for charitable purposes."

Continued on page 7
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The First Amendment built "a wall of separation
between Church and State."—Thomas Jefferson

VIEWS OF THE WALL

None other than Supreme Court
Justice William H. Rehnquist has

decided to lend his considerable influ­
ence to those who would discard separa­
tion of church and state as the standard
for proper church-state relations in this
country.

In a lengthy dissenting opinion in
Wallace v. Jaffree—a June decision in
which the high court struck down a
mandatory silent prayer statute in
Alabama—Rehnquist joined the chorus
of those singing the new tune that the
nation's Founders never intended for
church and state to be separate.

Leaders of the so-called Religious
Right have been saying for the last half­
dozen years that because the First
Amendment does not explicitly mention
separation of church and state, it is a
concept foreign to the Constitution. (By
the same logic, one might say that be­
cause the New Testament in no place
specifically mentions the Trinity, it is a
concept foreign to the Bible.)

Rehnquist's dissent, which purports to
be a short lesson in the history of the Es­
tablishment Clause ("Congress shall
make no law respecting an establish­
ment of religion....") won't wash for a
number of reasons.

First, the justice makes a major argu­
ment of the fact that the phrase "separa­
tion of church and state" was coined by
a Founder—Thomas Jefferson— who
wasn't even a participant in the constitu­
tional convention. He then proceeds to
write off the Virginian's influence on the
debate.

It is Jefferson's fellow Virginian James
Madison—Father of the Constitution
and principal author of the Bill of
Rights—who must be looked to for guid­
ance, Rehnquist goes on. And Madison,
according to the justice, really didn't
much care whether the Constitution con­
tained religious guarantees at all, much
less whether it would enshrine the idea
that church and state ought to be
separate.

If Rehnquist had bothered to read a lit­
tle Virginia history, he would have
learned that Madison almost didn't
make it to the Old Dominion's own con­
stitutional ratifying convention because
of the challenge to his candidacy by a
determined Baptist preacher named John
Leland, who offered himself as an
opposing candidate from Orange

County. Leland campaigned on the
proposition the proposed Constitution
should be rejected by the Virginia con­
vention because it contained no religious
guarantees.

Only when Madison publicly an­
nounced his support for a clause in the
new document guaranteeing separation
of church and state did Leland agree to
withdraw, thereby assuring his more
prominent neighbor's election.

Yet Rehnquist asserts in his Jaffree dis­
sent that between the Virginia conven­
tion and the federal constitutional con­
vention where the Bill of Rights was
hashed out, Madison lost interest in the
matter and that he agreed to a list of per­
sonal liberties including religious free­
dom only out of political expediency to
save the Constitution.

Denigrating Jefferson's role and
Madison's convictions, however, is but
the first of Rehnquist's faulty assertions.
His real point throughout the dissent is
to argue that the Constitution's Framers
sought nothing more in the Establish­
ment Clause than (a) to forbid establish­
ment of a national church, and (b) to
prevent preferential treatment of one
Christian sect over another. Interest­
ingly, that has been the argument of the
Religious Right as well.

Here too Rehnquist fails, mainly be­
cause the snippets of debate from the
First Congress he chooses to lift up for
examination are only those that suppos­
edly make his point. Under the guise of
careful research of the original record,
Rehnquist conveniently refrains from
mentioning that the body—not once or
twice—but three times rejected the very
notions he advances.

On the first day of debate on the First
Amendment, a motion was brought that
instead of the proposed wording, Con­
gress adopt language forbidding the new
government from establishing "one reli­
gious sect or society in preference to
others." The motion was defeated.

Another motion was made to adopt al­
ternative language, "Congress shall not
make any law ... establishing any reli­
gious sect or society." The motion was
defeated.

Yet another effort to weaken the pro­
posed language came in a separate mo­
tion reading, "Congress shall make no
law establishing any particular denomi­
nation of religion in preference to an­

other. ..It too was defeated.
In short, Rehnquist fails in his effort to

prove the Framers sought to do less than
what they actually did with the more
general declaration, "Congress shall
make no law respecting an establish­
ment of religion." Rather than heed such
contrived historical revisionism, a major­
ity of the high court appears to agree
with the late William O. Douglas's asser­
tion, "The First Amendment says what it
means and means what it says."

What it says and means is that church
and state, inasmuch as is practicable, are
to be separate.

But Rehnquist's ill-conceived effort
fails on another count as well. He
doesn't mention that when the Framers
gathered in Philadelphia to debate the is­
sue, the new nation harbored only a
dozen or so religious groups. (Indeed
historians long have noted that perhaps
fewer than five percent of the colonists
held membership in any religious
society.)

Today, the United States protects the
rights of some 3,000 separate religious
bodies on an equal footing. No other na­
tion on earth boasts such diversity. In no
other nation in the world do as many as
four in 10 citizens voluntarily attend
houses of worship regularly. And no
other nation comes close to matching the
two-thirds of American citizens who of
their own accord belong to a church or
synagogue or mosque. Such facts cer­
tainly vindicate the Framers' wisdom in
wording the First Amendment in such a
way as to make it relevant to an ever-
growing, ever-changing society.

Why then would anyone—especially a
Supreme Court justice—want to tear at
the fabric that has made of America the
most religious nation in history?

And why toss out the hallowed consti­
tutional principle—separation of church
and state—that has made it so? 
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Freedom, from page 5

Thus, under the ordinance, a whole
range of organizations and individuals
would be brought within the scope of
"charities." This would include
churches, labor organizations, profes­
sional associations, public interest
groups, musical associations, youth
camps, schools, fraternal organizations,
service clubs, and other groups.

Solicitation is defined by the ordinance
as "any request" for the donation of
money or property, except offers of
membership. Under this general defini­
tion, the government may regard any ac­
tivity that it deems improper as a viola­
tion of the ordinance. Consequently, the
government may prohibit the activity
and even prosecute the violators (or fine
them or both). Therefore, a number of
activities in which religious organiza­
tions engage, which have nothing to do
with what is normally considered "solici­
tation," are subject to governmental pro­
hibition at any time. For example, if the
American Baptist Churches in the
U.S.A, receives a gift of stock or bonds
from some generous resident of the city
of Clearwater, it would have to register
with the city under this ordinance. This
is hardly a "request" for funds. The ordi­
nance, therefore, is a tool that can be
used by the city of Clearwater to exam­
ine and pass upon the financial transac­
tions of religious organizations.

As a result of this ordinance, the
American Baptist Churches in the
U.S.A., with which the Suncoast Ameri­
can Baptist Church of Clearwater is a co­
operative church, must be cautious in its
contacts with that church to make cer­
tain that any communication transmitted
to the church or its members will not
trigger a registration requirement, even
though American Baptist is head­
quartered in Valley Forge, Pennsylvania.

A tremendous burden is placed upon
a national charitable organization by the
disclosure and reporting requirements of
this ordinance. Under Sec. 100.03 of the
ordinance, all charitable organizations,
as defined by the ordinance, which so­
licit or desire to solicit funds for a chari­
table purpose in the city of Clearwater
are required to "maintain records, docu­
ments and information and shall file a
registration statement on forms provided
by the City Clerk on or before January 31
of each year." This registration require­
ment forces the organization to detail
otherwise confidential information about
the organization. One of the require­
ments is that the organization give an es­
timate of the salaries, wages, fees, com­
missions, expenses, and costs to be
expended and paid in connection with
the solicitation of funds and in connec­
tion with their disbursements.

We also believe that the ordinance it­
self both requires and permits differen­
tial treatment. The ordinance provides
an exemption for a charitable organiza­
tion if the solicitation is in the form of a
donation or collection that occurred
within the membership of the charitable
organization. The term "membership" is
defined to mean any person regularly at­
tending or participating in a charitable
organization. This provision, however,
discriminates against those organizations
that depend not only upon contributions
from its own members but from mem­
bers of the public in general. Religious
groups with members less financially
successful, therefore, would also be
denied an exemption. This differential
treatment has been condemned by the
Supreme Court in the case of Larson v.
Valente.6 Larson involved a Minnesota or­
dinance that provided that charitable or­
ganizations collecting more than 50% of
their funds from their own members
would be exempt from the registration
requirements of the ordinance. Organi­
zations that received more than 50 per­
cent of their funds from the general pub­
lic were not entitled to the exemption.
The Court struck down the statute be­
cause the differential treatment violated
the establishment clause.7

It is conceded that the city of
Clearwater may establish that the crimi­
nal statutes of the State of Florida to
eliminate fraud are not sufficient; yet
even if additional municipal legislation is
needed, such legislation enacted at the
municipal level should keep in proper
perspective the balance between state
authority and religious freedom required
under the free exercise clause of the First
Amendment.

In conclusion, American Baptist
Churches in the U.S.A, will keep its
commitment to the struggle for religious
liberty in America. After all, it was reli­
gious liberty that motivated the creation
of this country. The Founding Fathers
drafted the First Amendment in order to
ensure that this precious liberty is pro­
tected forever. American Baptists have
demonstrated their willingness to pay
any price to make sure that the First
Amendment keeps safeguarding such an
invaluable freedom. 

Notes
1. U.S. v. Lee, 455 U.S. 252 (1982). 2. 364 U.S.
479, 488 (1960). 3. 374 U.S. 398 (1963). 4. 406
U.S. 205 (1972). 5. Id. 6. 456 U.S. 228 (1982).
7. Id.

Quoting

John M. Culbertson
New York Tinies

For most of this century, United States
trade policy has been based on the

belief that unregulated international trade,
or "free trade," fits a theoretical pattern
that automatically makes it beneficial to
the nations involved. Thus, "barriers to
trade" and "protectionism" are harmful.
The difficulty with this elegantly simple
theory is that it bears little relation to
reality....

American factories are closed because
foreign-made goods are cheaper. These
goods are cheaper because the workers
who make them earn wages one-half as
high as those of American workers. This
trade is not comparative-advantage trade,
but "wage-cutting trade."

Wage-cutting trade does not offer the
benefits arising from comparative- advan­
tage trade. It does not increase economic
efficiency; often it reduces efficiency by
adding transportation costs. Thus, it can­
not possibly make both nations, and the
world, better off. If wage-cutting trade
benefits one nation, it does so by
damaging the other one.

In an immediate sense, such trade com­
monly benefits the low-wage nation that is
gaining industries and jobs and damages
the high-wage nation that is losing them.
In the long run, it may be damaging all
around, dragging all nations down to a
low standard of living....

Reasonable trade policy in today's
world, then, must encourage mutually
beneficial, comparative-advantage trade by
curbing destructive wage-cutting trade and
other destructive patterns of foreign
trade.Q

Statement of Beliefs
North American Baptist Conference

We believe religious liberty, rooted
in scripture, is the inalienable

right of all individuals to freedom of con­
science with ultimate accountability to
God (Genesis 1:27; John 8:32; II Corinthi­
ans 3:17; Romans 8:21; Acts 5:29). Church
and state exist by the will of God. Each has
distinctive concerns and responsibilities,
free from control by the other (Matthew
22:21). Christians should pray for civil
leaders, and obey and support govern­
ment in matters not contrary to Scripture
(I Timothy 2:1-4; Romans 13.1-7; I Peter
2:13-16). The state should guarantee reli­
gious liberty to all persons and groups re­
gardless of their religious preferences, con­
sistent with the common good. 
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News in Brief

Miskitos, Sandinistas,
move toward reconciling

OAKLAND
he Moravian Church in Nicaragua
is helping to bring about reconcili­

ation between the Miskito Indians and
the Sandinista government, according to
the president of the church, who is a
Miskito Indian.

"The relationship between the Indian
population in eastern Nicaragua (and the
government) is coming back to life," said
the Rev. Norman Bent president of the
Synod of the Moravian Church in
Nicaragua. He made the statement in an
interview with Dan Morris, editor of the
Catholic Voice, newsweekly of the
Oakland (Calif.) Diocese, on the news­
paper's TV news magazine, Video
Edition.

Describing the progress in relations
between the Miskitos and the
Sandinistas, Mr. Bent said that "mis­
takes were made from 1980 and 1981,
where the Indians mistrusted the gov­
ernment and many of them fled into
Honduras as refugees, and many of
them became involved in the armed
struggle."

When the Moravian Church "took
upon itself the ministry of reconcilia­
tion," he said, its officials were able to
meet with Nicaraguan President Daniel
Ortega and Vice-Minister of the Interior
Tomas Borges "to discuss the Indian
problem and try to show them that they
were wrong and made mistakes (in forci­
bly resettling the Miskitos), and that
they could correct these mistakes."

In December 1983, Mr. Bent said, the
government "granted an amnesty for the
Indians and released all Indian prisoners
accused of counterrevolutionary activi­
ties." With the assistance of Sen.
Edward Kennedy (D-Mass.), Mr. Ortega
met with Brooklyn Rivera, an exiled In­
dian leader who is now negotiating with
the government "to bring about a peace­
ful solution to the problem," Mr. Bent
said. 

Religious convictions
barred in sanctuary trial

NEW YORK
Church workers in the sanctuary

movement in Arizona under indictment
for illegally transporting and sheltering
Central American refugees may not use 

their religious convictions as a justifica­
tion for their actions, a federal judge
ruled on July 25.

The ruling by Federal District Judge
Earl H. Carroll, means that 12 church
workers—including a Roman Catholic
nun, two priests and two Protestant
clergymen—cannot avoid prosecution
for their efforts to aid the refugees who
come mainly from El Salvador and
Guatemala.

The judge rejected not only a motion
to dismiss the charges on religious
grounds but also granted a motion by
the government to bar all testimony, ar­
guments or evidence regarding the de­
fendants' religious beliefs.

Reaction from several defendants in
the case indicated that Judge Carroll's
ruling was not unexpected. The Rev.
John Fife, a Presbyterian minister from
Tucson, Ariz. and one of the 12 defend­
ants, said that the decision to bar reli­
gion from the trial "indicates that Judge
Carroll does not recognize that the
founders of this country understood the
importance of the religious community's
duty to call the state to a greater
awareness of justice." 

More church suits forecast
by Christian law body

PORTLAND
More lawsuits against churches were

forecast here by the Rev. Earl Little, of
Dallas, president of the Christian Law
Association.

"Churches are changing," Mr. Little
said. "They are growing bigger, and
they have more money. They are getting
more into owning property and operat­
ing businesses that aren't directly related
to their religious mission."

He also expressed belief that a crucial
factor will be whether churches take
money for services that traditionally
have been a part of their ministry. 

School district accused
of mixing church-state

ALLENDALE
Michigan state education officials said

they will ask Attorney General Frank
Kelley to file suit against the Allendale
Public School District for unconstitution­
ally mixing church and state.

The state board said its decision came
after an educational team made an inves­
tigation in the past school year in re­

sponse to charges that the district was
mixing religion with public education.

State school officials said the team
found that daily Christian devotionals or
prayers were being conducted in almost
all elementary school classes in the dis­
trict and that the Bibles given to
graduating seniors were purchased with
tax monies. 

Court rulings differ on
commencement prayer

NEW YORK
Are commencement prayers at public

high school ceremonies constitutional? It
all depends on where the high school is
located.

In Decatur, Iowa, a federal judge
barred Leon High School from including
a prayer in its graduation ceremony. He
acted on a complaint filed by the Iowa
Civil Liberties Union on behalf of Re­
becca Graham, a graduating senior, and
her parents.

Attorneys for the school district said
that most of the 49 graduates wanted the
prayer included, saying they considered
it "a cherished tradition." But U.S. Dis­
trict Judge Harold Victor said it would
constitute a government establishment
of religion and would violate the First
Amendment to the Constitution.

In contrast, Solano County (Calif.) Su­
perior Court Judge William E. Jensen
said the inclusion of invocations during
public high school graduations "neither
enhances nor inhibits the belief in God."

AU calls deprogramming
‘religious vigilantism’

WASHINGTON
A Hare Krishna member and a na­

tional church organization have joined to
sue the federal government for allegedly
refusing to investigate kidnappings of
members of so-called religious "cults"
and other religious groups.

Kimberly Perrine Gough, 24, and
Americans United for Separation of
Church and State, a Washington-based
religious liberty organization, filed the
suit in U.S. District Court in Baltimore.

Accused in the $l-million suit were
federal law-enforcement officials and
"deprogrammers" allegedly hired by
Mrs. Gough's Roman Catholic mother to
kidnap her and make her recant her
membership in the International Society
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for Krishna Consciousness.
Lee Boothby, legal counsel for Ameri­

cans United, said federal officials have
adopted a policy of staying out of cases
in which parents hire "deprogrammers"
to kidnap sons and daughters whom
they believe have been "brainwashed"
by religious groups.

"I think deprogramming is nothing
more than religious vigilantism," said
Boothby. "It's the most direct assault on
religious liberty in this country today."

Gideons agree to halt
Iowa Bible distribution

DES MOINES
The Gideons International have

agreed to stop distributing Bibles in Iowa
public schools under a consent decree.

Cryss Farley, executive director of the
Iowa Civil Liberties Union, said the
agreement was based on a statewide in­
junction that was the first of its kind in
the United States. The civil- liberties
group had brought suit on behalf of Ste­
ven Feierstein, of DeSoto, Iowa, and his
daughter, Jenna, saying that distributing
Bibles in public schools violates church­
state separation.

"While we wholeheartedly support
the Gideons' right to free expression,"
Mr. Farley said, "no organization repre­
senting any religious belief has the right
to use the public schools as a forum for
the imposition of that belief on others."

The consent decree constituted a
court-approved agreement by the in­
volved parties to resolve the legal issues
without further litigation. 

Jewish Congress creates
religious liberty fund

NEW YORK
The American Jewish Congress has es­

tablished a Fund for Religious Liberty to
initiate legal action in cases involving
church-state separation.

The director of the fund, Manhattan
lawyer Ira M. Millstein, said that con­
cerns were not limited to Jews, but to all
members of minority religions.

"James Madison said that every citizen
must act with 'prudent jealousy' to pro­
tect religious freedoms," Mr. Millstein
said, "and in those two words he cap­
tured precisely what the fund is trying to
do." 

Palen joins staff

Kathryn Ann (Kathy) Palen will
join the Washington bureau of

Baptist Press (BP), news service of the
Southern Baptist Convention, with pri­
mary responsibility for covering
Congress.

Palen, director of public relations at
Oklahoma Baptist University, plans to
assume her news duties in mid­
September. She will also become assist­
ant to the director of information serv-
ices at the Baptist Joint Committee on
Public Affairs.

By arrange­
ment dating to
1957, the Wash­
ington office is
housed with the
Baptist Joint
Committee. Both
BP writers work
also as informa­
tion specialists
for the BJC.

The 29-year 
old Tulsa, Oklahoma, native, a 1978

I

journalism graduate of Oklahoma Bap­
tist Univeristy, has directed the school's
public relations program for the past two
years. She also taught at Southwestern
Baptist Theological Seminary, Ft. Worth,
Texas, and taught briefly in Tulsa public
schools.

In 1984 Palen won the Albert
McClellan Award for exceptional
achievement in publications and print
media from the Baptist Public Relations
Association. Currently, she is editor of
the group's newsletter. She has been
listed in Outstanding Young Women of
America.

"Kathy's academic and professional
background, added to her intense inter­
est in church-state affairs, has prepared
her well for this new asignment," said
Stan Hastey, chief of the Washington
bureau. 

Black Baptists denounce
seminary for Moon award

WINSTON-SALEM
A Black Baptist body that supports

Shaw University Divinity School has de­
nounced the seminary's awarding of an
honorary degree to the Rev. Sun Myung
Moon, founder of the Unification
Church.

In a resolution, the General Baptist
State Convention of North Carolina said
it "goes on record as vehemently
viewing with disdain" the divinity
school's acceptance of a $30,000 gift from
Mr. Moon. It added that "we hereby fur­
ther express grave concern with any cri­
teria used to justify the awarding of the
honorary doctor of divinity degree to the
Rev. Sun Myung Moon." 

Service group loses appeal
in challenge over union

WASHINGTON
The Volunteers of America, a national

service organization that claims a reli­
gious purpose, lost an appeal to the U.S.
Supreme Court challenging the authority
of the National Labor Relations Board to
force union elections on some of its em­
ployees at a Minnesota facility.

Two years ago, a Teamsters local filed
a petition with NLRB to certify it as sole
bargaining unit for maintenance, laun­
dry, housekeeping and nonprofessional
childcare workers at the VOA's Bar
None Boys Ranch, a residence that treats
emotionally disturbed children.

But when VOA officials refused to rec­
ognize or bargain with employees, the
NLRB ruled the service organization had
committed an unfair labor practice and
ordered it to the bargaining table.

Instead, VOA took the federal regula­
tory agency to court, arguing at the
Eighth U.S. Circit Court of Appeals that
because of its religious nature it did not
fall within NLRB jurisdiction.

That panel disagreed, however, ruling
earlier this year that the ranch "resem­
bles a secular institution" whose "pri­
mary purpose" is the "care of children,
not the propagation of faith."

In documents filed with the Supreme
Court, VOA lawyers argued the court of
appeals failed to recognize the essen­
tially religious nature of the service
group, an organization founded in 1896
in New York City. The group exists, the
lawyers contended, "to provide service
to those members of society most in
need," in accordance with the biblical
mandate.

But the government brief argued suc­
cessfully that the lower court was right
in finding the lay workers who voted to
unionize were chosen without regard to
their religious beliefs or affiliations and
did not engage in propagation of VOA's
religious tenets. 
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George Peck

Posing
the

Question
We shall not be taking the reli­

gious right or the so-called Moral
Majority seriously or perceiving
them accurately unless we recognize
that they are both a symptom of
something happening in our culture
which is both new and very
significant.

This article is based on an address delivered
by Dr. Peck at the Rhode Island Ecumenical
Center. He is president of Andover Newton
Theological School at Newton Centre,
Massachusetts.

This "something" is not new in the
sense that it has just begun, but
in the sense that a process begun

a long time ago is now reaching an im­
portant level of fruition. It is new also in
that we are just beginning to grasp its
meaning, though we are not yet too sure
what to do with it. It is very significant
because it is something which has pro­
found implications for our being as a na­
tion and for us as members of the
church.

What is this thing that is happening?
The plurality of America, and the plural­
ism implied by the Constitution, are
producing, slowly but surely, a genu­
inely secular culture; this in turn is
thrusting up moral and spiritual issues
which we as a people are having trouble
grasping. The Moral Majority can be in­
structive to us because it represents a
radical, rather stark example of how one
group is trying to come to terms with
these issues. The strident nature of its
views sets the stage for a debate which
could be immensely valuable for our ed­
ucation as religious folk of another
persuasion.

To get at the point, we must sketch
some of the history involved in the tradi­
tion of separation of church and state.
The issues implied by the separation
doctrine go back a considerable way.
They are rooted indeed in the medieval
theory of the "two swords" and in the
"two kingdoms" system of at least one
major branch of the Reformation. In
both these cases, give or take certain nu­
ances, it was assumed that the church
and the civil order worked in close alli­
ance. Each supported the other: the mo­
rality and ethical structure of the civil or­
der were determined by the precepts of
the church, and the civil authority in
turn guaranteed the supremacy of the
particular version of the church involved
in the establishment. A special instance
of this came into being in New England
with the Puritans' attempt to build "the
Kingdom of God in America."

On our continent, however, a chal­
lenge to such a condition of things was
eventually mounted from several quar­
ters. There were, for example, devout
Christians of various persuasions who
could not accept the established religion
and objected to being coerced with re­

spect to it by the civil authorities (Roger
Williams, the Baptists, and the Maryland
Catholics are cases in point). Similar re­
sistance came also in the course of time
from Enlightenment rationalists, Deists
and their kind. As we know well, the
end result of the combination of these
forces was the official position enshrined
in the Constitution, namely, there shall
be no establishment of religion in the
United States.

But the forming of the Constitution
left virtually untouched two realities
which still continued to affect our society
for generations: the numerous references
to religious themes in our official na­
tional life ("In God we trust") and the
fact that we were a predominantly Prot­
estant Christian people, which meant
that our national values, and hence our
laws, tended to express that ethos, if
you like, that "public theology." Separa­
tion of church and state may have been
our legal stance, but in reality certain
churchly convictions powerfully affected
the state, while for its part the state rein­
forced the impression that those convic­
tions were obviously woven jnto the ulti­
mate fabric of things.

Which brings us to the developments
of our own era—the growing plurality of
our society and the stricter enforcement
of constitutional pluralism (i.e., the
wider extension of the application of the
separation doctrine, as in the school
prayer issue). These have drawn atten­
tion to and even promoted the steady
dissolution of the consensus about what
it is which undergirds the values upon
which our society is founded. We are
confronted, as other generations were
not, with the fragmentation of the "pub­
lic theology", vague though this at times
had become, and the emergence of a
genuinely secular state: secular not only
in constitutional principle (de jure), but
also in increasingly common ethos (de
facto).

Today, therefore, we find ourselves
having to deal with an especially trou­
blesome problem: how in a nation like
ours, constitutionally grounded as we
are, do we build a consensus regarding
the foundations of the values which in­
form and motivate and direct our soci­
ety? Nor is this just an abstract matter
for the halls of academia. Why should
we not discriminate against racial minor­
ities? If we are not all created equal (a
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very theological phrase), is the constitu­
tional guarantee of equality under the
law based only on a pious fiction? And
can it long endure on so flimsy a founda­
tion? Or in foreign policy, why not en­
gage in selfish, aggrandising adventures
for our economic advantage? If we do
not trust in God, but only in our own in­
genuity and profit motive, why should
not the weak nations go to the wall for
our benefit? If our national systems are
not rooted in God understood in Chris­
tian terms, then in what are they rooted?
But if the state is secular, and the separa­
tion doctrine is pressed, and our popula­
tion is in fact massively plural in its con­
victions or lack of convictions, how can
our national systems be rooted in God so
understood?

All of this leaves the church in a pecul­
iar position. If we are not careful, the
separation doctrine can push us in the
direction of what might be called the
"two non-intersecting circles" view of
the relationship of the church and the
state. Roger Williams, a devout separa-
tionist, actually speaks of the church
"walled against the world." Originally,
separation meant that the state shouldn't
interfere with the church, forcing reli­
gion through establishment and law. In
recent years, with the growing secular­
ism of our society, it has often been used
as the basis for the cry, "Let the church
not interfere with the state, let the
church stick to its own business, which
is religion!" But if the latter is not to be
our stance, then exactly how should the
church most adequately and construc­

tively deal with state matters, especially
with the value issues without which no
state is likely to function humanely on
the long haul?

This is the context in which most accu­
rately to understand the Moral Majority
and their like. Their solution to the di­
lemma is simple: Let's indeed roll back
the tide of "secular humanism." America
is a Christian nation. If we do trust in
God as we should, it must be the Chris­
tian God, since that's the only God there
is. We deal with the problem by turning
back the clock. Hence the school prayer
battle, the creationism controversy, and
the electoral drive to send to Washing­
ton representatives who will support
those measures which are based on a
public theology which is essentially con­
servative Christianity, supposedly, the
"old" theology.

We who dislike the convictions and
tactics of the Moral Majority are left by
all this in a very challenging situation.
Responding to it, we cannot afford to al­
low our apprehension about what they
are up to blind us to the importance of
the issues they are raising. The issues in
which we also have a large stake are,
summarized:

1. What is "public theology" in a soci­
ety in which church and state are sepa­
rate and the populus is diverse? How is
a "public theology" developed and pro­
mulgated? On the other hand, if we es­
chew such a notion as "public theology,"
are we by implication asserting that sec­
ularism as a coherent world view, is in
fact America's "public theology?" Are 

our values to be grounded, and with
them ultimately our constitution and our
laws, in a secularist metaphysics? Do we
seriously believe that our future is secure
on that basis? If God is dead, might it
not after all be true that all things are
permissible, even to the state? But if in
response we reject the "America is a
Christian nation" route (acknowledging
our plurality and the rights of all under
the Constitution), what alternative do
we have to propose?

2. In such circumstances, what is the
role of effective, valid, organized Chris­
tian public witness? How do we as
churches bring to bear on the law-
making process of our land the perspec­
tive of the Gospel without violating the
separation of church and state? If we are
not to appeal to a "public theology," are
we engaged simply in power politics, in
marshalling votes, in lobbying, in ap­
plying pressure? Are religious groups in
this context no different from big oil, big
tobacco, big unions or the big N.R.A.
when they seek to get something done
about the nuclear threat or repression in
South Africa? In the absence of a "public
theology," how different can we hope to
be?

The matter of public theology, there­
fore, posed dramatically by Mr. Falwell
and his friends, turns out to be an issue
with a substantial nub. Mainline Chris­
tians have hardly begun to address it.
We may not like the Moral Majority's set
of answers, but they have the advantage
of at least having understood the ques­
tion. 

Sage 'Sam' on Separation

Senator Sam Ervin, the wise old
man from North Carolina who died

a few months ago, wrote in his autobio­
graphy: "If religious freedom is to en­
dure in America, the responsibility for
teaching religion to public school chil­
dren must be left to the homes and
churches of our land, where this respon­
sibility rightfully belongs. It must not be
assumed by the government through the
agency of the public school system."

Why would he say that? Why do most
of the organized churches of this country
oppose a constitutional amendment to
have organized prayer in the schools—
either spoken or unspoken?

Neither Sen. Ervin nor the churches
oppose prayer.

But those who have studied the his­
tory of governments know the dangers
to both religious freedom and to govern­
ments of too much government entan­
glement with religion.

Government can best encourage reli­
gious institutions when it is neutral. An
example would be the tax exempt status
of non-profit organizations.

If we believe that by government or­
dering [school children] to pray we are
helping either government or religion,
we fool only ourselves.

Why did Thomas Jefferson and James
Madison and the other founders of our
nation feel so strongly about keeping
government from fostering religion?

Because they had seen the abuse.
For example, a few decades before our

Declaration of Independence, Chief Jus­
tice George Jeffreys of England made
this statement in a trial of a Presbyterian
woman charged with sheltering two
men who shared that same religious
affiliation.

Chief Justice Jeffreys noted: "There is
not one of those lying, sniveling, canting
Presbyterians but in one way or another

has a hand in the rebellion. Presbytery
has all manner of villainy in it. Show me
a Presbyterian and I'll show thee a lying
knave."

In Thomas Jefferson's colony of
Virginia, a Quaker was not permitted to
live within the state. If he came back
three times, he would automatically be
executed.

In nations that have official religions,
where that religious belief is backed by
government pressure, their people gen­
erally are not as active religiously as are
the people in the United States.

Both government and religious leaders
should think long and carefully before
we discard the wisdom of those who
founded our country.

U. S. Senator Paul Simon
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INTERNATIONAL DATELINE

Embargo ‘anti-Christian’,
say Nicaragua’s Baptists

New York

Leaders of the Baptist Convention of
Nicaragua issued a strong denunci­

ation of the Reagan administration's eco­
nomic embargo against their country,
calling the action "anti-Christian, anti-
biblical, inhuman, unjust, illegal and
arbitrary."

The 1,200-word pastoral letter, ad­
dressed to the American Baptist
Churches, USA. and the Southern Bap­
tist Convention, as well as to other reli­
gious bodies, was signed by members of
the Convention's executive committee. It
declares that the U.S. embargo is
causing "indescribable suffering to thou­
sands of innocents." "It saddens us
deeply," the Baptist leaders wrote, "that
a small, poor country deeply in debt and
beset by every kind of calamity...suffers
war damages to its economy"
amounting to more than $1 billion.

They expressed disbelief that "a Presi­
dent (of the U.S.) who was sworn (into
office) with his hand on the Bible could
issue a decree that goes against every­
thing the Bible says and has the purpose
of annihilating a whole people."

"No error of our government, which
was granted legitimacy by a great major­
ity of Nicaraguans" in the November,
1984 elections, "justifies in any way the
aggression and the arrogance of power
of the North American administration."

A copy of the letter was obtained by
RNS from Lewis L. Wilkins of the Lin­
coln Trails Synod of the Presbyterian
Church (USA). Lewis characterized the
letter as a "representative and churchly
document" by leaders of a "middle-of-
the-road" denomination. (RNS) 

Scholar’s letter urges
Botha to confess guilt

JOHANNESBURG
Less than 24 hours before his sudden

death, Professor Albert Geyser was busy
writing an open letter to South Africa's
P.W. Botha from his hospital bed. Only
four days earlier, he was rushed to a pri­
vate clinic after a heart attack.

The five-page handwritten letter by
this 67-year-old Afrikaner theologian
was incomplete, as his writing was inter­
rupted by a second attack which, 12
hours later, proved fatal.

The letter contains an impassioned
plea to the state president that Mr.
Botha, as part of the original National
Party government that implemented
apartheid in 1948, should confess guilt
for both his own role and that of his
party.

Mr. Geyser, a deeply religious man,
died as an outcast of the Afrikaner com­
munity because of his unshakable oppo­
sition to apartheid, the government's
doctrine of racial separation under which
a white minority governs the country's
70 percent black majority.

A brilliant scholar with masters de­
grees in Greek, Latin and French, Mr.
Geyser was, at the age of 27, appointed
professor at the University of Pretoria in
the theological faculty of the Nederduits
Hervormde Kerk (NHK), a Dutch Re­
formed denomination. He paid the price
for being one of the first Afrikaner Na­
tionalists to speak out against the
Broedebond and apartheid on theologi­
cal grounds. 

Carter asks BWA Congress
to fight human oppression

LOS ANGELES
Amid challenges from former US Pres­

ident Jimmy Carter and Evangelist Billy
Graham, and stirred by reports from
more than a dozen Baptist bodies, al­
most 8,000 delegates to the 15th Baptist
World Congress spoke out on issues
ranging from religious liberty to terror­
ism and chose an Australian educator to
lead the Baptist World Alliance the next
five years.

During the six-day congress at the Los
Angeles Convention Center, delegates
approved resolutions on racism, conflict
in Nicaragua, peace and disarmament,
world aid, Christian life styles, and the
United Nations, as well as speaking out
for religious liberty and against
terrorism.

In reaffirming "the cherished principle
of religious liberty," delegates urged all
Baptists "to become more informed
about the circumstances of other believ­
ers. They called upon Baptists to pray,
speak and act in every way possible for
the support and encouragement of the
many thousands of Christians called
upon to suffer for their faith in these
days."

Condemning racism in general and
apartheid in particular, delegates de­
clared "we urge Baptists everywhere to 

call upon their governments to stand
firmly against all forms of support for
South Africa as long as apartheid re­
mains on their statute book."

The resolution on terrorism called
Baptists in every nation to urge their
governments to condemn terrorism and
to prevent its spread by refusing asylum
or support for terrorists. It labeled terror­
ism "a violation of international law and
an assault on the conscience of
humanity."

In his "state of the Alliance" address,
BWA General Secretary Gerhard Claas
exhorted Baptists worldwide to strive for
reconciliation among peoples and for
peace on earth. "We are living under the
steady threat of nuclear catastrophe.
Baptist people therefore must give their
very best possible support to any peace­
making efforts. We must try to stop the
arms race," Claas said.

Former US President Jimmy Carter
drew repeated applause with his plea for
fellow Baptists and other Christians to
validate their Christianity by meeting
human need and leading the fight
against any form of human oppression.
He underscored the need to speak out
for oppressed people wherever they are,
and warned against relying too heavily
upon political powers to achieve Chris­
tian goals.

Carter said the superpowers in partic­
ular tend to believe that the "exertion of
enormous military strength is preferable
to diplomacy...and that the sale of mili­
tary weapons is one of the best ways to
expand influence in the developing
world."

"This is a tragic mistake," he warned.

UBS sends paper;
China will print Bibles

NEW YORK
One hundred tons of paper, enough

to print 100,000 Chinese Bibles, has
arrived in China, after being sent by the
United Bible Societies.

The American Bible Society said here
that the paper was supplied by its global
counterpart to the Amity Foundation,
which was set up last March by the
China Christian Council to "undertake
humanitarian programs as their witness
and service to society."

According to the ABS, all of the
100,000 Bibles now being printed are ex­
pected to be ready before the end of the
year. They are in the Union Version,
first published in 1919, the version most 
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commonly in use in Protestant churches
in China.

At a press conference in Hong Kong in
March, the UBS and the Amity Founda­
tion said they were hoping to establish a
printing plant in China to be used for
the publication of Bibles and other Chris­
tian literature. 

Conversion does not help
‘untouchable’ Christians

CALCUTTA
Of the 20 million Christians in India,

16 million are of Hindu "untouchable"
origin.

Since "untouchables" are hereditary
outcasts in the Hindu faith, many con­
vert to other religions, such as Christian­
ity. Many who have become Christians
say they learned too late that conversion
has not helped them. They still suffer at
the hands of other Christians who are of
upper-caste Hindu origin.

Because of this discrimination among
Christians, those of "untouchable" ori­
gin have handed themselves into the
Christian Dalit Liberation Movement.
(The word "Dalit" means "suppressed,"
and is used by "untouchables" to de­
scribe themselves.) 

Pro-apartheid ministers
will defy mix-marriage law

JOHANNESBURG
Now that the South African govern­

ment has repealed the law prohibiting
racially mixed marriages, deep differ­
ences have emerged within the three
pro-apartheid Dutch Reformed Churches
over whether to perform such marriages.

A large number of ministers in the
largest Reformed body—the Nederduitse
Gereformeerde Kerk (NGK), repre­
senting almost 40 percent of all
whites—have said they would refuse to
perform interracial wedding ceremonies.

Dr. Pierre Roussow, chief executive of­
ficer of the NGK, said that the NGK's
policy prohibiting mixed marriages is
based on Scripture and remains
unchanged.

Professor Johan Heyns, of the theolog­
ical faculty of the University of Pretoria
and moderator of the Northern
Transvaal Synod, is one of the few NGK
leaders who welcomed the abolition of
the laws. He said the ban on mixed mar­
riages was "immoral and discrimina­
tory," and could not be theologically
justified. 

Pension Board determines
to try Sullivan principles

CONVENT STATION, NJ
Policymakers for the United Methodist

Church's $1.8 billion pension fund have
rejected the urgings of church activists
for divestment of stocks in all companies
doing business in South Africa.

The church's 30-member General
Board of Pensions instead voted to "put
teeth" in its longstanding commitment
to pressure corporations to adhere to the
Sullivan Principles—a set of guidelines
for improving workplace conditions for
black South Africans.

The pension board decided that in ad­
dition to requesting American corpora­
tions with South African operations to
"adopt and adequately implement the
Sullivan Principles," it will divest from
companies that either refuse to adopt the
Sullivan Principles within two years, or
fail "to demonstrate adequate initiative
in implementing the goals of the
Sullivan Principles." 

Churchgoing in Canada
drops to 32 percent

MONTREAL
On an average Sunday in May of this

year, church attendance dropped to a
level of 32 percent of registered church
members in Canada—the lowest figure
in three decades.

In 1957, when Canadians were first
asked about their religious practices, 60
percent said they attended a church or
synagogue regularly. In 1970, the figure
dropped to 44 percent; to 41 percent in
1975, and to 35 percent in 1980, accord­
ing to a survey by the Gallup Poll.

Despite recent suggestions that last
year's tour of Canada by Pope John Paul
II would hype church attendance, Ro­
man Catholics were the biggest delin­
quents in church attendance in the past
30 years. 

Study Center guarantee
A proposed Middle East Study Center

in Jerusalem will not become a base for
missionary activity by the Mormon
Church.

The guarantee by Brigham Young Uni­
versity President Jeffrey Holland states
that any student or staff who proselyt­
ized among Israelis would be dismissed
and expelled.

---- -NEWS-SCAN--------

Raising the question of religious
freedom in Israel, has it been

"neglected or abandoned?" Keith Parks
expressed concern over "extremist ele­
ments" who have harrassed Jewish be­
lievers in that nation. The president of
the Southern Baptist Foreign Mission
Board in a letter to members of the U.S.
Senate and House wrote that the re­
building of a Jerusalem Baptist church
has been stalled in evidence of such
antagonism.... Romanian authorites an­
nounced that Father Gheorghe Calciu
has been given emigration status and
will be permitted to leave Romania with
his family. A July letter signed by 64
members of the U.S. Congress inter­
vened in his case. Reporting the news,
Christian Response International cau­
tioned against complacency in light of
continued arrests of Christians.... Billy
Graham sent a message to delegates
from over 90 countries gathered for the
Sixth All-Christian Peace Assembly in
Prague, asking "both believers and non­
believers, to renew and strengthen the
effort for peace. Baptist Representatives
from the USSR, the All-Africa Baptist
Fellowship and Japan addressed the
some 400 persons assembled.... Willem
Adolf Visser't Hooft, the first general
secretary of the World Council of
Churches, died at the age of 84. Born in
the Netherlands, he spent his entire
ministry engaged in ecumenical work
.... European Baptist Teacher's Confer­
ence, gathered in Warsaw, Poland, cited
the "historic significance" of this first
meeting in Eastern Europe. Faculty from
Baptist schools in 11 countries discussed
matters ranging from their denomina­
tional life to the wider mission of the
whole people of God.... A friendship
tour to share Christian experiences and
strengthen bonds of love with Christians
in the People's Republic of China is in
planning stages, the Baptist World Alli­
ance reported at its 15th World Con­
gress. To assure representation from the
largest possible number of Baptist Con­
ventions and unions worldwide, partici­
pation will be by invitation only, accord­
ing to Hugh Smith, planning committee
vice-chairman. 
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CORRESPONDENCE
Reader response extends dialogue and
thereby helps to focus and clarify the
issues. Letters must carry both signature
and address of the writer and should not
exceed 200 words. We reserve the right to
edit for length.

Commendations on your "Reflections" in
the June, 1985 issue of REPORT My feeling is
that the lack of any emphasis on the biblical
world view opens the door to secularism in
the church. It is the world view that gives
Christianity its motivation. Without this, sec­
ular motivations must be used i.e., play on
guilt, stimulate pride, threaten with punish­
ment, promise rewards, compete with others,
reach numerical goals and congratulate your­
self, etc. Lip service is given to prayer, the in­
herent power of the gospel, the work of the
Holy Spirit, the will of God, etc.

But who understands the Christian world
view—or biblical world view, perhaps a better
term?....

The world view is what will keep us firm in
our spiritual heritage while we penetrate a
secular world with a meaningful interpreta­
tion of the gospel. It will fill the vacuum now
being filled by the inadequate dispensational-
premillennial interpretation. People are
starving for a cosmic understanding of the
plan and purpose of God.. The world view
will heal us from our understanding of the
gospel as merely personal salvation embel­
lished with a few social good works, which
has sickened into self-centeredness for the in­
dividual and man-centeredness for the 

church. It is ironic that those who fight
secular-humanism most ferociously are them­
selves trapped in a kind of humanistic-
fundamentalism to which they are blind.

Carmen L. Conner
Albuquerque, NM

Just a word to say "thanks" for all you do
for us in Washington. I know it is a crucial
day when the principle of the separation of
church and state is being challenged on many
sides. We are grateful you are working for us
in preserving this Baptist principle.

Paul L. Camp
Macon, GA

Thank you for leading in public under­
standing of some very important issues and
helping to distinguish between the merely
sentimental and that which is valid and solid
and biblical.

I enjoyed the last issue of REPORT so very
much and your article entitled "Projections"
dealing with the fundamentalist problem was
so concise and so very helpful.

I suppose the main thing I want to say to
you is just simply keep up the good work. I
know that what you are doing is not alto­
gether rewarding and I know there are many
who do not understand the issues. One rea­
son I wanted to write is to say there are a
great many more who do understand and
who do appreciate you more than you may
realize, and I wanted to add my voice....

Emil Williams
Jonesboro, AR

I wanted to say a word of thanks for your
editorial in the June 1985 issue of REPORT. I,
too, share a deep love and appreciation for
Dr. Maston. His shadow first fell across our
family when he and Mrs. Maston shared a
duplex with a great aunt and uncle of mine
during student days at Southwestern.
Through the years I have come to appreciate
his wisdom and humility. When I think of the
definition of a Christian, I think immediately
of T.B. Maston. Thank you for bringing him
and his insight to our attention in a day when
confusion and ignorance are wreaking havoc
in our country.... Richard W. Harmon

Atlanta, GA

Thank you for having the courage to say what
must be said! In your REFLECTIONS on fun­
damentalism you expose what is the obvious
to most thinking Christians when you quote
Dr. Carnell as describing modern fundamen­
talism as a "cunning pharisaism." It is that
and worse.... there is a difference between
living our lives in the light of God's love and
grace and living our lives according to the
narrow political agenda of the fundamental­
ists of our day.

W. Henry Green
Jacksonville, FL

• Stan Hastey's VIEWS examines histor­
ical revisionism in a written opinion of
Supreme Court Justice William
Rehnquist. The Justice attempts to jus­
tify his position with the assertion that
the founders never intended a general
separation of church and state, but
rather the establishing of a national
church. In the three instances Hastey
cites from the debate at the Constitu­
tional Convention, what was being re­
jected in each of these decisions?

• Nicaraguan Baptists (Dateline) have
addressed the U.S. religious community
in a strongly worded pastoral that criti­
cizes U.S. policies vis-a-vis Nicaragua.
How can we maintain bonds of Christian
unity with Nicaraguan Baptists even
though our political views differ?

• Earl Trent discusses a wide variety of
instances in which government has
sought to justify intrusion into the life of
the church. Sometimes it claimed
compelling public interest, at other times
it acted out of fear or distrust of cults or
minority groups, or out of the desire for
enhanced revenues. What are some le­
gitimate and justifiable reasons for inter­
vention by the State, if any? Discuss
dangers in allowing the state to define
the nature of a church and its ministry.

• George Peck seeks a "public theol­
ogy," this in a society in which church
and state are separated and the popula­
tion diverse Are there alternatives other
than secularism on the one hand and an
end to separation on the other? Have
mainline churches really tended to with­
draw from the battle out of commitment
to the idea of separation? If so, are
groups in the Religious Right to be com­
mended for filling the resulting vacuum
in the cause of preserving the proper
tension between religion and
government?
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Noble and pure causes often fail miserably when reduced to
a specific piece of legislation because competing goods are
not given adequate consideration.

REFLECTIONS James M. Dunn
Executive Director

oul-ups, bleeps and blunders" is not simply the
name of a television program. The phrase describes

the result when Congress acts on anything affecting religion.

The litany of goofs in recent American history includes the
Pension Reform Act (ERISA), the Overseas Earned Income
Act and tax code legislation that gave us a ghastly, ghostly
tax animal called the "integrated auxiliary." It haunts us yet.
Write the Baptist Joint Committee for a Staff Report: "Gov­
ernment and the Mission of the Churches: The Problem of
'Integrated Auxiliaries.'"

Each of these three massive missteps costs hundreds of
thousands of dollars and thousands of hours and agonies on
the part of religious people trying to correct them. Govern­
ment, specifically lawmakers, has inflicted cruel and unusual
suffering on people involved in organized religion who'd like
to be left alone to go to church, practice their faith and do
good.

How can this happen? Are the members of Congress out to
get the churches? No!

In fact, it is remarkable that a nation like ours can bumble
along as well as we do without outright religious war consid­
ering the way we make laws and the way we do religion.

At times the culprit in these attempts to regulate religion is
simply "Potomac fever": the highly contagious disease that
infects a large portion of the population on Capitol Hill.
Symptoms are shortening of vision, one cannot see beyond
the Beltway (Interstate 495 which circles Washington);
sophisticated deafness, one hears only the lobbyists he wants
to hear; and sporadic amnesia, one forgets items as disparate
as the Bill of Rights and why he or she came to Washington
in the first place.

More often the reason laws that touch religion are so bad is
the incredible difficulty of dealing with a subject so complex,
so emotional and so little understood. Noble and pure causes
often fail miserably when reduced to a specific piece of legis­
lation because competing goods are not given adequate con­
sideration. The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1985 may fall
into this category if Congress does not watch carefully to
guard the religious freedom of church-affiliated colleges and
ministries.

One stands in awe to contemplate the overwhelming num­
ber of religions in America, the amazing variety of beliefs and
the diversity of religious practices entitled to constitutional
protection. All schemes for public school prayers run up
against practical problems when one looks at the real world
of religious pluralism.

Another fly in the ointment is the slippage between the in­
tent of a law and the result when the agency charged with
enforcement finishes "interpreting" it. An excellent illustra­

tion is the ominous sounding Church Audit Procedures Act.
This bill's sponsors were eager to restrain an overactive Inter­
nal Revenue Service. The motives of Senator Grassley and his
colleagues were pure. They wanted the IRS to mind its own
business. What happens may be the opposite of their inten­
tions. Already guidelines and "regs" uncover an aggressive
agency chomping at the bit to investigate more churches.

Add to these reasons for sloppy, sorry, religion-related
lawmaking an earnest and valid attempt to protect the public
from crooks and shysters who use religion as a front for their
moneymaking. Laws and ordinances demanding burden­
some financial reporting by churches are popular.

Religion is intricately interwoven in the fabric of American
life. That's good. Yet, the Constitution, specifically the Bill of
Rights, requires a healthy distance between the institutions
of government and the institutions of religion. Lawmakers at
every level of government from city hall to Capitol Hill
should be constantly aware of maintaining the delicate bal­
ance. They aren't.

An instant evidence of sloth and insensitivity to the ways a
law would affect religion is the proposal in the name of "tax
reform" to repeal deductions for charitable contributions to
taxpayers who do not itemize. Linder current law, charitable
deductions for non-itemizers are legal through December 31,
1986 but the President is calling for repeal of this provision by
next January.

One result of tax reform would be a dramatic rise in the
number of those who file the short form and do not itemize
deductions. If, as predicted, over 80 percent of taxpayers
choose not to itemize the result would be all charitable insti­
tutions robbed of a major incentive for their support. It is a
cruel contradiction for this administration to appeal to
churches and all the private sector to do more about meeting
human need and at the same time remove incentives for
giving.

The United States has a noble tradition of volunteerism, an
unwritten covenant that links the state and the people in
their voluntary associations in a partnership for good. Tax re­
form that chills charity does harm to everyone, fails the fair­
ness test by hurting the vast majority and in hard dollar
terms though it might save the government $3 billion in 1986
and 1987 it would cost charities as much as $6.5 billion a year
in lost donations. That is a bad deal.

Jean Mayer, president of Tufts University, testifying
against this false economy said, "America's position in the
world rests less on our military power than on the educated
brains of our people and our reputation as a just, caring and
effective society."

Let's let our members of Congress know that we do not
want tax reform to be another foul-up, another blunder. 
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REVIEWS
THEONOMY AND
AUTONOMY:
Studies in Paul Tillich's Engagement
with Modern Culture. John J. Carey, Ed.
Macon, GA: Mercer Univ. Press, 1984.

During times when no one giant
dominates the theological land­

scape the giants of recent generations
continue to exercise influence. That Paul
Tillich is one of these giants is demon­
strated by the international interest in
his thought which gave impetus to the
essays in Theonomy and Autonomy.

The work is edited by John Carey of
Florida State University, who was also
involved with two of the three similar,
previously-published collections spon­

sored by the North American Paul Tillich
Society. The thirteen essays are the con­
tribution of scholars from Canada,
England, Ireland and the United States.

The title of the collection is derived
from Tillich's well-known description of
the nature of the various epochs of west­
ern society's intellectual history. This ti­
tle was chosen in that the various essays
in some way reflect on Tillich's
discussion of the relationship of religion
and culture, and thereby "are testimo­
nies both to what a later generation
owes to him for that (discussion), and
how the critical perspective he embodied
can bear new fruit."

The collection is divided into three
sections. The first five essays deal with
Tillich's relationship to the foundations 

of modern culture, specifically Bergson,
Einstein, Kant and the Frankfurt school.
These tend to be technical and require
some background understanding on the
part of the reader. Four essays center on
Tillich and the technological society. Es­
say 6 (on technological culture) and 9
(health) may be of special interest to the
general reader. The third section relates
Tillich to subsequent issues—world reli­
gions, the "Jewish question," feminist
theology and revolution.

The book is aptly introduced by the
editor. Articles selected are diverse and
generally well-written. Because femi­
nism is currently such an important is­
sue, Mary Ann Stenger's comparison of
Tillich and Mary Daley is especially sig­
nificant. 

Stanley J. Grenz

POLITICAL JUDGMENT
By Ronald Beiner. Chicago: Univ, of
Chicago Press, 1983. 167 pp., $20.00,
$9.50 paper.

Near the end of this carefully ar­
gued book, the author asks,

"Why this preoccupation with the con­
cept of judging?" And his answer is that
"judging is in important aspects the
mark of our humanity; it contributes to
the humanizing of our world as no other
human faculty does."

Mr. Beiner's purpose, however, is not
to provide a manual or guide to enable
us to make political decisions, but rather
to analyse the very concept of judgment
itself. A tightly reasoned book with care­
ful exposition of Kant, Aristotle, Arendt,
Gadamer, and Habermas, its argument
is supported through ample quotation
and documentation, and sustained by
precise and insightful comparison of
these great thinkers. Although the book
is highly theoretical, it is nonetheless ex-

Reviewers
Dr. Reist in August joined the faculty of
Hillsdale College, MI, as Professor of Chris­
tian Studies and Literature. Dr. Grenz' new
book. The Baptist Congregation, has just been
released by Judson Press. He teaches system­
atic theology at the North American Baptist
Seminary, Sioux Falls, SD.

istential and practical, for Mr. Beiner is
properly worried that political judgment
in our highly technological, specialized,
and bureaucratic society has been either
usurped by so-called experts or left to
them by passive citizen spectators, many
of whom have received only a special­
ized, instead of a truly liberal education.
A liberal education liberates, and this
book is a remarkable example of the
kind of fundamental thinking with
which all citizens should be challenged.

Rejecting Plato's easy access to the
universal Good under which all particu­
lar judgments are subsumed, Beiner opts
for a combination of Kant's autonomous
judging subject as a bearer of universal
rights, and Aristotle's teleological
phronesis which sets universal human
judgment squarely in the context of hu­
man needs and purposes. Kant pre­
serves for us the transcendental perspec­
tive by which we know that each
judging subject is not liable to others;
that is, he separates the good from the
true. Aristotle reminds us that judgment
is always sympathetic and common de­
liberation toward human ends. Beiner is
very perceptive in pointng out that
Kant's aspiration to moral autonomy can
not be denied, but that it definitely
needs Aristotle's emphasis on commu­
nity and action for it to be properly in­
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formed and motivated. The chapter on
Aristotle's rhetoric is a superior exposi­
tion and analysis of language and speech
as the means for every citizen to inform
and persuade the body politic.

Prof. Beiner contends that "political
judgment is a truly comprehensive fac­
ulty of human beings"; but he is aware
that he then must consider "opposing
claims to the effect that only philosoph­
ical, or perhaps religious experience can
realize the comprehensiveness with
which we credit political experience."
Christians interested in the separation of
church and state, and the connection be­
tween religion and politics should read
this book, and then take up the
challenge.

John S. Reist, Jr.
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