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Supreme Court weighs arguments
in crucial voucher case

The Supreme Court appeared closely divided during Dec. 2 oral arguments in a case
that could have enormous ramifications for the future of government funding for religious
institutions. All eyes were on Justice Sandra Day O’Connor as attorneys squared off in
Locke vs. Davey, a case that originated in Washington state. O'Connor — often a swing vote
on difficult church-state issues — asked penetrating questions of attorneys for both sides.

In the case, Washington resident Joshua Davey applied in 1999 for the Promise
Scholarship Program, which provides state-funded tuition grants, or vouchers, to qualified
disadvantaged Washington students. The scholarships may be spent at any accredited
Washington college, including religious ones.

Davey elected to spend his scholarship at Northwest College, a Seattie-area Bible col­
lege affiliated with the Assemblies of God. However, the state revoked the scholarship when
Davey declared a double major that included pastoral ministries.

State officials cited a provision in Washington’s constitution that prohibits the state
from spending money on religious instruction. Davey then sued the state with the help of
the American Center for Law and Justice, a legal-advocacy group founded by religious right
leader Pat Robertson.

A day before the oral arguments, the
Roundtable on Religion and Social Welfare Policy
released a new report analyzing the case and the
current state of the law in other areas regarding
government funding for religious groups.

‘I can’t think of another time in recent history
when the constellation of issues surrounding
church-state relations has been more prominent,”
said Richard Nathan, the Roundtable's executive
director, at a press event accompanying the report’s
release.

The case “has the potential to be very signifi­
cant,” according to Ira Lupu and Robert Tuttle,
George Washington University Law School profes­
sors who authored the report and serve as the
Roundtable’s resident legal scholars.

Although Davey lost his first round in court,
he won in the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals. A
three-judge panel of that court ruled 2-1 that the

BJC General Counsel Holly Hollman speaks to
the press.

Washington constitutional provision, as well as a state statute applying it to the scholarship
program, violated Davey’s First Amendment right to free exercise of religion.

Washington governor Gary Locke then appealed the ruling to the U.S. Supreme Court.
In 2002, the high court declared constitutional an Ohio program that provided government
scholarships that could be used in private schools, including religious ones. Justices decided
that case, Zelman us. Simmons-Harris, on a contentious 5-4 vote.

So the question before the justices in Locke vs. Davey was not whether providing gov­
ernment funding to religious schools via vouchers violates the First Amendment's ban on
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O government support for religion, but whether the govern­
ment, in some cases, must fund religious education.

O’Connor asked several questions of Washington
Solicitor General Narda Pierce to determine if the program
was legally similar to the one at question in the Ohio case. “Is
it like a voucher program in that sense?" O’Connor inquired.
“You give the money to the student and the student decides
how to use it." 

Pierce repeatedly attempted to steer the argument back
to the question of
whether denying state
funding for theology
studies violates First
Amendment rights to
religious freedom. “This
case involves application
of public funds," she told
the justices. “All that the
State of Washington has
done here is to deny
funding for theology
studies."

But Justice Antonin
Scalia, a vocal opponent
of strict church-state sep­
aration, said the issue 

speaks to the viewed as Washington’s impermissible bias against theology
press, students. ‘You are discriminating between religion and non­

religion," Scalia contended.
The four justices who tend to support stricter interpreta­

tions of church-state separation frequently came to Pierce’s
aid during the arguments. Summarizing a major part of the
state’s case, Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg said, “Not every­
thing that the state could do under the Establishment Clause
it must do under the Free Exercise Clause.”

In their report, Lupu and Tuttle assert that a broad deci­
sion in Davey’s favor on free exercise grounds would have
wide-ranging implications.

‘The consequences of accepting this argument in its
broadest form are sweeping,” the law professors write. “States
will be obliged to include religious entities that otherwise
meet relevant eligibility requirements in every program —
school vouchers, or any sort of services — in which the state
includes private secular entities."

Holly Hollman, general counsel for the Baptist Joint
Committee on Public Affairs, said in a Dec. 1 press release
that such a decision would be a “quantum leap" for the
Supreme Court to make. “It is one thing to say that indirect
funding of religious education is permissible; it is quite anoth­
er to say it is required.”

At a press conference following the arguments, Hollman
said that, as a justice noted in the Free Exercise case of
Sherbert vs. Verner, “‘The fact that government cannot make 

me surrender my religious scruples does not, of course, mean
that I can demand a sum of money from it the better to exer­
cise them.... For the Free Exercise Clause is written in terms
of what the government cannot do to the individual, not in
terms of what the individual can exact from the government.”’

The BJC, as well as several other religious and civil
rights groups that support church-state separation, has filed a
friend-of-the-court brief arguing against a broad ruling in
Davey’s favor.

“Washington did not deny Davey tuition because he is
religious,” Hollman said. “Washington simply made the ration­
al decision that the training of ministers was not an appropri­
ate activity for taxpayers to subsidize."

Lupu and Tuttle also warn that such an all-encompassing
decision could ultimately be a two-edged sword for religious
organizations that wish to receive government funding.
Accepting Davey’s approach, the scholars said, “would make
constitutionally suspect every state policy that treats religious
activities or institutions differently from their secular counter­
parts.”

A decision in Davey’s favor could mean significant gains
for the movement to provide government-funded vouchers to
religious schools and to use pervasively religious charities to
perform government-funded social services — two major
domestic policy goals of the Bush administration. In the argu­
ments, Solicitor General Ted Olson sided with Davey on the
administration’s behalf.

‘The Promise Scholarship program practices the plainest
form of religious discrimination,” Olson told the justices, say­
ing the exclusion of theology studies alone from the scholar­
ship program creates an unconstitutional “religious test” for
the receipt of public services.

Jay Sekulow, executive director of the American Center for
Law and Justice, argued Davey’s case as a question of his reli­
gious freedom. However, several justices seemed skeptical of
that point, including John Paul Stevens, who asked: "How is
his freedom to practice religion impaired at all” simply because
Davey was denied state subsidy for his theological studies?

Pierce argued Washington’s constitutional amendment
banning government funding of religious education enhances
religious freedom because it protects the rights of all
Washingtonians to refrain from subsidizing religious teachings
they may oppose.

‘The state has a somewhat different, but concurring.
scheme for religious freedom” than the First Amendment's
provisions, Pierce said. “It's the same principle — it doesn't
become discrimination against religion just because it extends
beyond what the Establishment Clause requires."

At the press conference following the arguments. Davey
said, 'This is a case about discrimination." He noted that the
case had inspired him to rethink his calling to the pastoral
ministry and instead to enroll in Harvard Law School, where
he is a first-year student.

— By Robert Marus, Associated Baptist Press



Unlike France, religion-friendly
secular state exists in U.S.

In the aftermath of the utterly inane response to
France’s refusing to support the war in Iraq — you
know, “freedom fries,” instead of “french fries,” etc. —
we now have cause to complain about how the French
government is planning to deal with an issue of reli­
gious expression.

A government-appointed committee recently pro­
posed a measure that would ban public school students
from wearing conspicuous religious garb and symbols
such as head scarves, yarmulkes, crosses and turbans.
A law is currently being drafted to implement the rec­
ommendation.

President Jacques Chirac has endorsed the pro-

are not religion-free zones. One of the federal guide­
lines issued by the Clinton administration provides:

Schools may not single out religious attire in gen­
eral, or attire of a particular religion, for prohibi­
tion or regulation. Students may display religious
messages on items of clothing to the same extent
that they are permitted to display other compara­
ble messages. Religious messages may not be sin­
gled out for suppression, but rather are subject to
the same rules as generally apply to comparable
messages.

J. Brent Walker
Executive Director

posal, claiming it is needed to preserve the secular
French state and required to “fight against
Xenophobia, racism and anti-Semitism.” Another gov­
ernmental official was quoted as saying the law ban­
ning religious attire in the public schools is necessary
“to protect French democracy.”

Leaving aside the almost laughable disconnect
between these laudable ends and dubious means, the
French proposal would obviously stifle religious free­
dom. In the name of promoting state secularly and its
independence from the institutions of religion, the
French law would exhibit outrageous hostility toward
public expressions of religion, and, in the words of syn­
dicated columnist E.J. Dionne Jr., “push religion to the
margins of public life.”

A comparison of the French proposal with the
way religious garb issues are typically addressed in the
United States illustrates an important point. The
American concept of a secular state and the separation
of church and state means that government should not
dominate, control or become entangled with religion,
but should accommodate or at least not obstruct reli­
gious choices of its citizens, including public school stu­
dents. In short, the American idea of secularly does
not mean hostility, it means neutrality; church-state
separation does not mandate a naked public square, it
means often a rowdy, raucous, even religious, one.

This specific debate in the United States typical­
ly centers on whether teachers should be permitted to
wear religious garb or exhibit symbols of faith. This is
where the debate should occur. Teachers are state
actors and while acting in that capacity their right to
endorse religion is quite properly limited. But, students
are usually free to express religious sentiments and
sport religious attire with precious few restrictions.
Supreme Court cases and federal Department of
Education guidelines make clear that public schools 

Voluntary student religious
expression is permitted so long as
it is not disruptive or done in a
manner that indicates state spon­
sorship.

The American tradition of
church-state separation is

It is dicey to presume to tell
another country how to deal with
perceived challenges presented by
burgeoning religious pluralism.
And, I’ll be the first to admit we in 

intended to create a secular,
but religion-friendly, state that
accommodates the claims of

the United States sometimes fall
short of the mark. For example,
there is no federal constitutional
right to a religiously based exemp-

conscience and protects the free
exercise rights of all citizens.

tion from neutral, generally appli­
cable dress codes. Nevertheless, this comparison illus­
trates that the American tradition of church-state sep­
aration is intended to create a secular, but religion­
friendly, state that accommodates the claims of con­
science and protects the free exercise rights of all citi­
zens.

When right wing radicals bash the wall of sepa­
ration between church and state and lament the sup­
posedly naked public square, they speak more of the
religion-hostile French understanding of these concepts
than the more religion-friendly version that exists
under the First Amendment in the United States.
Don’t let them get away with it!

And the only reason not to eat french fries is if
you have high cholesterol.



Church-state issues
left pending as

Congress adjourned
for holidays

When Congress adjourned until late
January, several significant church-state issues
were left hanging in the legislative balance.

The Senate recessed Dec. 9 after failing to
pass an omnibus funding bill for several federal
agencies. The legislation includes a measure
that would create the first federal school vouch­
er program, targeted for schools in the District
of Columbia.

The House approved the bill Dec. 8 on a
242-176 vote. In the Senate, Republican leaders
had hoped to bring the bill to the floor the next
day, but some senators' objections to the legisla­
tion meant it could not be passed at least until
the Senate reconvened.

The massive $328 billion package is an end-
of-the-year catch-all spending bill that provides
funding for 11 federal agencies and for the
District of Columbia’s government. The bundling
of legislation is necessary because the Senate has
failed to pass funding bills for those agencies.

The voucher program would provide schol­
arships of up to $7,500 a year to low-income
D.C. students to attend the private school of
their choice — including religious academies.
Many church-state separationist organizations
oppose such voucher programs as a violation of the First
Amendment’s ban on government support for religion.

However, the Supreme Court ruled in 2002 that a school
voucher program in Cleveland passed constitutional muster
because government money flowed to the religious schools
through the genuine private choice of parents.

The bill is also laden with what congressional observers
call “pork” — funding slipped into the bill by lawmakers for
pet projects in their own districts. Fiscal hawks in both parties
have decried the legislation.

In addition, many Democrats and some moderate
Republicans have objected to the voucher provision and other
aspects of the bill — such as its softening of a gun-control law
— that House and Senate leaders reportedly slipped in at the
behest of the White House. This was done even though neither
house of Congress approved the measures individually.

If passed, the bill would create the nation’s first federally
funded voucher program — a precedent that voucher oppo­
nents do not want to see set. Because of objections to the

vouchers and other aspects of the bill, it may face a filibuster
when Senate leaders bring it to the floor again. The bill is H.R.
2673.

A handful of other bills of interest to the religious commu­
nity also are pending in Congress:

• Government funding for religious charities. The
House has passed two bills re-authorizing government pro­
grams that contain provisions expanding the government's
ability to fund religious groups to perform social services.

The School Readiness Act (H.R. 2210), which authorizes
funding for the federal Head Start early-childhood education
program, passed the House July 24. It contains a provision
explicitly allowing religious organizations receiving Head Start
funds to discriminate in their hiring practices on the basis of
religious ideology'. This would repeal anti-discrimination provi­
sions under which Head Start has operated for years.

That bill is now before the Senate Education Committee.
Many observers believe it will have a more difficult time in the
Senate than in the House.



In May, the House added similar provisions to the
Workforce Reinvestment and Adult Education Act of 2003 (H.R.
1261). However, the Senate passed a version in November
removing the employment-discrimination exemption. The bill is
now before a House-Senate conference committee to hammer
out the differences between the two versions.

Critics of government funding for social service programs
at churches and other religious organizations claim both bills
are a part of a wider plan by the Bush administration to enact
Bush's “faith-based initiatives’’ in a piecemeal fashion.

At year’s end, the CARE Act, which includes other por­
tions of the Bush administration’s faith-based initiatives, was
awaiting action by a House-Senate conference committee. The
Senate version (S. 476) passed 95-5 in April, while the House
version (H.R. 7) passed 408-13 in September. The CARE Act
would allow taxpayers who do not itemize deductions on their
tax returns to receive a deduction for charitable contributions
and make it easier and less costly for people to donate IRA
funds to charity by removing tax penalties on such transfers.
In addition, it would encourage farmers and food wholesalers to
make in-kind contributions of food to charity, and, under the
Senate legislation, the CARE Act would boost by $1.3 billion
the budget of the Social Service Block Grant fund. This fund is
the source for most social welfare grants awarded to communi­
ty-based organizations.

• Partisan political involvement by religious groups.

Legislators who think churches should be allowed to endorse or
oppose political candidates without losing their tax-exempt sta­
tus are making the second attempt in as many years to amend
the Internal Revenue Code. The Houses of Worship Free Speech
Restoration Act, sponsored by Rep. Walter Jones, R-N.C., is cur­
rently in a House committee. It had managed to gain 165 co­
sponsors as of Dec. 11.

Although the House soundly defeated a similar bill last
Congress, it has strong support from many religious right leaders
and organizations. Groups such as the Christian Coalition and
the American Center for Law and Justice claim that churches,
pastors and religious organizations are being unfairly silenced on
political issues by IRS regulations. Opponents claim the bill
threatens religious liberty and gives religious groups political
privileges that other tax-exempt organizations do not enjoy.

This year’s version of the bill is H.R. 235. It has not moved
out of the House Ways and Means Committee since it was
introduced 11 months ago.

• Gay marriage. The Federal Marriage Amendment has
now been introduced in both houses of Congress. It would
amend the U.S. Constitution to ban marriage and “the legal
incidents thereof for same-sex couples. Both versions have
been referred to their respective chamber’s Judiciary
Committees. The House version (H.J.Res. 56) had garnered 107
co-sponsors as of Dec. 11.

— By Robert Mams, Associated Baptist Press

In the long-running debate about faith-based organiza­
tions receiving government money, there are many questions.
Do they violate church-state separation? Do they proselytize?
Do they foster hiring discrimination?

But the biggest question — Are they more effective than sec­
ular groups? — has prompted far more rhetoric than research.

Slowly, some specific studies are starting to shed light on
the answer to that query.

Two studies discussed by scholars this fall give two differ­
ent answers: No and sometimes. But in both cases there are
caveats that show the research has only just begun.

An evaluation of data from 5,683 people involved in job
training in two Indiana counties found that clients who were
placed in jobs after being trained through faith-based
providers were as likely to get employment and had similar­
wages as those trained through secular providers. But those
clients of faith-based organizations were less likely to have
health insurance and less likely to have full-time jobs.

Overall, 31 percent of clients who were in faith-based pro­
grams and were placed into jobs got full-time employment
compared to 53 percent of clients in secular programs.

“It seems to me that the proponents have been arguing
that faith-based providers are better," Partha Deb, an associ­
ate professor of economics at Hunter College, told Religion
News Service. ’This evidence suggests that is not the case."

Deb worked with other scholars on the Charitable Choice
Research Project at Indiana University-Purdue University in
Indianapolis, one of the first to compare effectiveness of secu­
lar and faith-based providers of social services.

Despite the sizable number of people studied, Deb said
the findings should be viewed cautiously because they only-
reveal the situation in two counties and they are only focused
on one aspect of social service.

A separate study by Pepperdine University professors con­
ducted on welfare-to-work programs in Los Angeles offered
more mixed results.

The study found that faith-based providers who explicitly
integrated religious elements into their programs were most
successful in helping boost clients’ sense of optimism and in
keeping in touch with clients after the program had concluded.
Employed participants in these kinds of programs also were
the most likely to say they still had jobs six months later.

But the study also found that these kind of faith-based
providers were least successful at moving clients off welfare.

“Those who ... view religious organizations as a panacea
are naive but, on the other hand, those who view religious
agencies as absolutely inadequate are also wrong.’’ said Chris
Soper, who co-authored the study with fellow political science
professor Stephen Monsma.

— Adelle M. Banks. Religion News Senice
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Aberrations as anecdotes support
falsehoods about important issues

K. Hollyn Hollman
General Counsel

“Tell me a story,” my son pleads while we navigate
Washington traffic. Not surprisingly, it is a favorite
refrain. As a parent, as well as an advocate, I know that
hearing a compelling narrative can be very satisfying. It
can make us think, feel, and even spur us to action. I
have often seen people join the battle for religious free­
dom inspired by the stories of others.

While an interesting story can bring a principle to
life, it can also be exaggerated or misused to support a
falsehood. An isolated anecdote can give the appearance
of legitimacy to an outrageous claim. For example, Focus
on the Family’s James Dobson recently cited the
Supreme Court’s school prayer decisions as part of “a 

While an interesting story can
bring a principle to life, it can
also be exaggerated or mis­
used to support a falsehood.
An isolated anecdote can give
the appearance of legitimacy

concerted effort by the federal judici­
ary to drive God out of the public
square."

I am confident that Mr. Dobson
could cite a story or two that ostensi­
bly support the old saw about God
being kicked out of the schools.
Paradoxically, an outrageous claim of
this sort — when repeated frequently
enough — can become a self-fulfilling
prophecy, leading to the very types of
events Mr. Dobson and other critics

to an outrageous claim. of the Supreme Court routinely con­
demn.

A recent Associated Press story
about an incident in Zachary, La., is illustrative. A sec­
ond-grade teacher told one of her students that he could
not read his Bible at school. The child had brought it
from home to use during a quiet reading period. After
confirming with their state representative that the
teacher was wrong, the parents contacted an attorney
who wrote a demand letter to the school superintendent.
The superintendent responded immediately, correcting
the teacher’s mistaken impression of the law.

It is a simple, unfortunate story. There is no general
prohibition on taking religious material into public
schools. The fact that the student brought the Bible for a
quiet reading time, when any book of the student’s
choosing (other than obscene or otherwise disruptive
material) is presumably allowed, makes the teacher’s
mistake more egregious. The public humiliation of the
student who was rebuked, the implicit message of disap­
proval of religion conveyed to other students, and the
fact that the incident could easily have been avoided all
make it a regrettable story.

Ironically, the family's lawyer at the Alliance

Defense Fund, a group that lists Dobson’s Focus on the
Family as one of its “founding ministries," blamed the
unfortunate incident on “radical groups like the ACLU
and its allies using fear, intimidation and disinforma­
tion.” A quick review of the ACLU’s website, particularly
the section affirming the rights of religious students, dis­
credits the attorney’s assertion. It seems far more likely
that the misinformation came from those like Dobson
who use outlandish claims about the law to push a reli­
gious agenda in the schools.

The obvious lesson of the story is that 40 years after
the Supreme Court’s decisions on mandatory school
prayer and Bible reading, many still do not understand
the sensible lines drawn in those cases. More important
to people of faith, many fail to see the positive ways in
which those fines protect religious liberty for all stu­
dents. The story simply demonstrates the continuing
need to disseminate accurate information about the law
on religion in public schools and to correct those who
misinform.

Another lesson is that when stories capture our
attention, we might want to pursue follow-up questions.
My toddler’s other favorite refrain — “Why, Mommy?” —
is a good place to start. Why do some who claim to want
to promote religion actively perpetuate falsehoods about
the law? Might it be because they believe it serves their
political agenda to change the law? Maybe it does, but it
may also hurt the very people whose interests they claim
to serve: religious students who want to exercise their
rights, and religious public school teachers who want to
abide by the law.



Appeals court strikes down
religious protections for inmates

A federal appellate court has declared unconstitutional a
2000 federal law that permitted inmates to follow religious
dietary practices and gather for worship.

The Religious Land Use and Institutionalized Persons Act
bars the government from limiting the religious freedom of peo­
ple in federally funded institutions such as prisons unless there
is a compelling reason.

The 6th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals ruled Nov. 7 that the
law violates the separation of church and state because it has
“the primary effect of advancing religion," The Associated Press 
reported.

It does not affect
a part of the law that
gives religious organ­
izations some protec­
tion against zoning
regulations.

The ruling by a

‘We think that it’s a mistaken reading
of the Establishment Clause of the
First Amendment.'’

— David Goldberger, an
attorney representing 156 Ohio
inmates in the RLUIPAcase.

three-judge panel in
Cincinnati applies solely to Ohio, Kentucky. Michigan and 
Tennessee. Several other federal courts across the nation have
found that the law is constitutional.

Ohio prison officials said they were worried that inmates
were using the law as a guise for gang gatherings and sought to
have the law thrown out.

“What we need to be able to do is regulate group behavior,
and this ruling certainly makes it a lot more feasible to do that,”
said Greg Trout, a lawyer for the Ohio Department of
Rehabilitation and Correction.

Judges in three federal appellate courts and two U.S. dis­
trict courts have said the law is constitutional, while the 6th
Circuit and at least two federal district courts ruled otherwise,
the judges noted in their ruling. — RNS

Colorado court overturns
new state voucher program

A Colorado judge has halted the nation’s newest school
voucher program before it even gets started.

Denver District Judge Joseph Meyer ruled Dec. 3 that a new
program designed to provide tax-funded scholarships to low-
income Colorado students to attend private schools — including
religious schools — violates the state constitution.

Meyer halted implementation of the program, scheduled to
begin with the 2004-05 school year, pending further review of the
case. Attorneys for the state promised to appeal the decision to
the Colorado Supreme Court.

The program ordered the 11 Colorado school districts con­
taining eight or more schools deemed low performing under state
guidelines to participate in the program. Meyer said that violated
a section of the state constitution mandating local control of
school districts.

A coalition of Colorado public school parents and religious
and civil rights groups sued the state earlier this year, saying the

program is unconstitutional
on several grounds. While
the plaintiffs alleged the
program also violated the
Colorado Constitution’s
protections for religious
freedom, Meyer said the
program’s violations of local
control principles were
enough to render it illegal.

While the Supreme
Court ruled in 2002 that an

While the goals of the voucher
program are "laudable, ... even
great ideas must be implemented
within the framework of the
Colorado Constitution.
“By stripping all discretion from
the local district over the instruc­
tion to be provided in the voucher
program," the state legislature
violated the Constitution.

— Denver District Judge Joseph
Meyer in a 15-page opinion.

Ohio voucher program that
includes religious schools does not violate the First Amendment’s
ban on government support for religion, voucher advocates still
face obstacles on the state level.

Colorado Gov. Bill Owens, who supports the program, prom­
ised to appeal. — Associated Baptist Press

Annual report finds
abuses in religious freedom

The U.S. State Department issued its fifth annual report on
international religious freedom Dec. 18, rebuking China and North
Korea among authoritarian regimes and countries such as Saudi
Arabia and Sudan that are hostile toward minority religions.

A total of six countries were cited for “totalitarian and
authoritarian attempts to control religious belief or practice”:
Burma, China, Cuba, Laos, North Korea and Vietnam.

“Genuine religious freedom does not exist” in North Korea, 
the report said. “Reports of executions, torture and imprisonment
of religious persons in the country continued to emerge.”

The other five countries were cited for restricting religious
practice, monitoring reli­
gious activities or harassing
believers.

Local authorities in some
areas of China are involved in
“a selective crackdown of
unregistered churches, tem­
ples and mosques,” it noted.

In the area of state hos­
tility toward minority reli­
gions, the report mentioned
Iran, Iraq, Pakistan, Saudi
Arabia, Sudan, Turkmenistan
and Uzbekistan.

The report described
Saudi Arabia as a place where
religious freedom is nonexist­
ent: “The government contin-

“Though international law sup­
ports it and though millions of
religious believers around the
world desire it, religious free­
dom all too often remains frag­
ile, neglected and violated.
Many religious believers find
themselves forced to worship
secretly instead of confidently,
or to hold their sacred beliefs in
fear and under threat rather
than peace and security."

— John Hanford.
ambassador at large for inter­
national religious freedom, at a
news briefing.

tied to enforce a strictly conservative version of Sunni Islam and
suppress the public practice of other interpretations of Islam and
non-Muslim religions.”

Sudan relegates non-Muslims “to de facto second-class citi­
zenship," it said. — RNS
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Baptist Ways: A History Review by J. Andrew Daugherty

In the spring of 2002,1 was in a hot and
heavy stage of “flirting” with the people
called Presbyterians. Having spent most of
my life as a Baptist, I had become denomi­
nationally homeless, made cynical by the
repugnant infighting of one brand of
Baptists that I believed choked the life
(and the good common sense) out of what it
means to be Baptist en toto. Whether out of
despair or apathy, I’m still not sure, I was
well on my way to becoming a Presbyterian.

Enter Bill Leonard. In classic Texas
Baptist fashion, dreaming and dialoguing
about the Christian church over chips and
salsa, he suggested I “make one more run”
at what it means to be a postmodern, theo­
logically messy, grace-giving, freedom-loving
Baptist. I would do this by enlisting in his course,
History of the Baptists, and by reading the to-be-
published manuscript, Baptist Ways. And so I did.
And here I am; still a Baptist.

To be sure, feeling at home with Baptist identity
has been gradual. More importantly, the significant
encouragement Bill Leonard provided incarnated
the scholarship of his work in ways illuminating of
his thesis “that amid certain distinctives, Baptist
identity is configured in a variety of ways by
groups, subgroups, and individuals who claim the
Baptist name." Contrary to notions that being
Baptist denotes a univocal and singular identity,
Baptist Ways witnesses to the plurality of the people
called Baptists across four centuries.

Eight dialectics inform the general tenor of the
book. These include ‘The Authority of Scripture and
the Liberty of Conscience,” ‘The Church: Local
Autonomy and Associational Cooperation,"

“Regeneration: Dramatic Event
and Sustaining Process,” “Religious
Liberty and Christian Citizenship,"
and “Diversity: Theological and
Ecclesial.” Historical and theologi­
cal frameworks underscore these
dialectics: the theories of biblical
authority and applied praxis, ten­
sions between the faith community
and individuals, strands of Calvin­
ist and Armenian traditions, and
evolving history of Baptists' origins.

Central contributions in
Leonard's research include the
essential role of the “women’s
sphere” in Baptist life, the signifi­

cance and influence of minority communities, and
religious freedom, perhaps the central thread of con­
tinuity throughout his entire work.

Readers sympathetic to religious freedom issues
will give particular attention to colorful accounts of
Roger Williams, Baptist marriages in 18th century
England, religious liberty in Virginia, and Soviet
and Russian church-state relations.

Debate and disagreement have characterized
the Baptist movement through the centuries, mak­
ing religious freedom indispensable. Baptist Ways
witnesses to such dissent as a corollary of con­
science by tracing historical controversies.

Entering the 21st century in the diverse reli­
gious marketplace of the United States, the Baptist
legacy of religious freedom continues as “being
Baptist is messy, controversial, and divisive.” For
those of us who have decided to REMAIN Baptists,
Baptist Ways mil be an exceptional guide in years
to come. For those still undecided, read this book.

Bill Leonard
Judson Press, 2003
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