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The Supreme Court has agreed to wade into one of the day's most explosive church-state
issues: Whether displays of the Ten Commandments on public buildings can ever be constitutional.

In an announcement that took some court watchers by surprise, the justices consented Oct. 12
to hear appeals arising from conflicting lower court decisions in two Ten Commandments cases.

In Van Orden vs. Perry, a Texas resident is challenging a lower court's ruling from late 2003.
In it, a three-judge panel of the 5th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals ruled unanimously that a mas­
sive granite Ten Commandments monument on the grounds of the Texas Capitol in Austin did
not violate the First Amendment's ban on government establishment of religion.

In that ruling, Judge Patrick Higginbotham, writing for the court, said the commandments
monument had a secular purpose in teaching about the history of the development of the state's
legal system, and could not be viewed by a reasonable observer as an endorsement of religion.

Supreme Court agrees to hear appeals
in Ten Commandments cases

"Even those who would see the Decalogue as wise counsel
bom of man's experience rather than as divinely inspired reli­
gious teaching cannot deny its influence upon the civil and
criminal laws of this country," Higginbotham wrote.

He also noted that the monument's long history — it had
been donated to the state in 1961 by the Fraternal Order of
Eagles — and its placement amid other monuments on the
building's grounds emphasized its secular importance. "We are
not persuaded that a reasonable viewer touring the Capitol and
its grounds, informed of its history and its placement, would
conclude that the state is endorsing the religious rather than the
secular message of the Decalogue," he said.

In the second case, McCreary Comity, Ky., vs. ACLU, a divid­
ed panel of the 6th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals found in late
2003 that much newer Ten Commandments displays in court­
houses and a school district in three different Kentucky counties
violated the First Amendment. The majority of the justices said
the displays were not erected with a sufficiently secular purpose and that they appeared to
endorse religion, even though they had later been modified to incorporate legal and historical
documents beyond the commandments.

The U.S. Supreme Court often takes cases to resolve conflicting decisions between different
appeals court circuits. However, these cases mark the first time since 1980 that the high court
has dealt with the issue of Ten Commandments displays on government property. That year, the
court decided Stone vs. Graham, in which they found unconstitutional a Kentucky law requiring
public schools to post the commandments on the walls of each classroom.

Since then, the lower federal courts have developed a hodgepodge of rules on allowing Ten
Commandments displays in public settings — with some displays found acceptable when they
were included as a part of a larger exhibit on the development of Western law and some dis­
plays found unconstitutional.

The court has turned away other cases involving public displays of the Ten Command­
ments, including an Indiana case in 2001 and, in 2003, a highly publicized case involving former
Alabama Chief Justice Roy Moore. ■=>
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3 The Texas and Kentucky cases provide an opportunity for
the justices to break new ground in legal definitions of what sorts
of religious displays can be allowed on government property.

According to one Baptist advocate of church-state separa­
tion, the case could also lead the court to clarify a test it has used
in similar cases in the past — whether a "reasonable observer"
would surmise from a display that the state was endorsing a par­
ticular kind of religious belief.

"The case has the potential to clarify the lines of what is
acceptable, and to reaffirm the 'reasonable observer' standard for
deciding government endorsement of religion," said Holly

Hollman, general counsel for the Washington-based Baptist Joint

Committee.
Nonetheless, she added, government displays of religious

texts are fraught with danger.
"Since Stone vs. Grn/min, we've seen a lot more creative efforts

of promoting religion with groups pressing the boundaries,"
Hollman noted. "We should be more concerned with following
the Ten Commandments rather than merely posting them on gov­
ernment property. To display them in a courthouse and hope for
the best seems to be a poor strategy for promoting religious val­
ues." - ABP

BJC board changes name during annual meeting
Tire Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs will become

the Baptist Joint Committee for Religious Liberty after the
agency's directors approved a name change Sept. 27.

Holding their annual meeting in Washington, D.C., repre­
sentatives of the national and regional Baptist bodies that sup­
port the group voted unanimously to alter their
certificate of incorporation. The alterations
include the name change, designed to better
reflect the BJC's mission of advocating for reli­
gious freedom and church-state separation.

"'Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs'
is a relic from the old days when there was possi­
bly more of a public affairs mission [for the organ­
ization]," David Massengill, who, speaking on
behalf of the BJC's bylaw revision committee, told
board members in recommending the change.

The Washington-based group deals strictly
with public policy issues regarding the First
Amendment's two religion clauses — that ban
both government establishment of religion and
government infringement on religious exercise.
The BJC does not deal with other public affairs
issues in which Baptists might be interested. Therefore,
Massengill said, the name change was in order.

The change came about with a revision of the group's
incorporation documents, as well as its bylaws, to bring the doc­
uments better into line with District of Columbia law for non­
profit corporations.

Opening the board's meeting with a devotional message,
Falls Church, Va., pastor Jim Baucom told BJC leaders that many
Baptists do not understand or appreciate the concept of church­
state separation anymore. Therefore, Baucom said, the organiza­
tion needs to focus its public message more on advocacy for reli­
gious freedom — and then note that such freedom is under­
pinned by the separation of church and state.

The board also voted to enter into a fund-raising campaign
that would culminate in 2006, the 70^ anniversary of the BJC's
founding. The campaign would center around raising funds to
build, buy or lease a religious freedom center somewhere in
Washington. The building would house BJC's offices as well as

meeting space for educational and advoca­
cy efforts.

A document provided to board mem­
bers says the center would "provide a
strategic base to protect and advance reli­
gious liberty."

After the board approved the cam­
paign's outlines, chairman Jeffrey
Haggray appointed a steering committee
to set more specific fund-raising goals and
plan implementation of the campaign.

The committee's members are Reggie
McDonough of Tennessee, Barbara Baugh
of Texas, Sue Bennett of Oklahoma, Mark
Wiggs of Mississippi, Russell Tuck of
Virginia, Reba Sloan Cobb of Kentucky,
Richard Ice of California, Susan Stewart of

Georgia, and Cynthia Holmes of Missouri.
In other business, the board approved a 2005 budget of

$1,096,100. The proposal represents a $33,000 increase over BJC's
2004 budget.

The board also re-elected its current officers — Haggray,
executive director of the District of Columbia Baptist
Convention, as chairman; Ray Swatkowski, executive vice presi­
dent of the Baptist General Conference, as vice chairman; and
Bennett, a Tulsa businesswoman, as secretary.

The new BJC bylaws created a treasurer position separate
from the executive director's position. To fill that new slot, the
board elected Valoria Cheek, president of the American Baptist
Extension Corporation, as treasurer. - ABP

Executive Director Brent Walker addresses
BJC board.



j k a etu .. mus
BJC stands ready to serve churches

J. Brent Walker
Executive Director

As a part of our mission to defend and extend God­
given religious liberty for all, the Baptist Joint Committee
is particularly committed to serving churches. Tire reli­
gion clauses in the First Amendment do not simply pro­
tect the rights of conscience of individuals, but they also
ensure the autonomy rights of religious organizations
against invasive governmental regulation and meddling.

We value our partnerships with Baptist churches. In
addition to thousands of churches that support us
through their denominational bodies, last year 166
churches provided direct support to the BJC in the
amount of $125,000 — approximately 12 percent of our
annual budget.

We can do many things to help you negotiate the
sometimes-dangerous shoals of church-state relations.
Here are some ways we can help:

■ Our staff will be delighted to preach, speak and
teach at your church. In fact, one of us is on the road
nearly every Sunday. We often teach Sunday school class­
es in addition to preaching in worship services.
Sometimes the host church will provide additional oppor­
tunities. For example, recently I preached at First Baptist,
Detroit. The church partnered with other groups to spon­
sor "A Faith and Freedom Forum," inviting pastors and
community leaders from the Detroit area to participate. I
spoke at a Sunday evening forum at Highland Baptist in
Louisville, Ky., as a part of their "Faith & Politics Series."
Earlier this month, before preaching at University Baptist
in Hattiesburg, Mississippi, I led a retreat on Friday
evening and Saturday to discuss election and church-state
issues. These opportunities allow us to touch not only
the host church but also the larger community and the
media.

■ Even when we cannot physically be present in
your church, we can provide valuable resources. Our
website (www.bjcpa.org) contains a wealth of informa­
tion. We also have many resources in hardcopies. Are
you thinking about taking government money to run a
soup kitchen or fund a counseling service? You will
want to read our publication, "Keeping the Faith — The
Promise of Cooperation, the Perils of Government
Funding: A Guide for Houses of Worship." Are you
planning to partner with your public schools to provide
crisis counseling and mentoring programs? You must
look at a resource titled, "Public Schools & Religious
Communities: A First Amendment Guide." Are you
locked in a dispute with the local zoning board about an
expansion of your property? Then let us send you a
publication titled "Questions & Answers About the

Federal Land Use Act of 2000" that describes the
increased protections you enjoy under this important leg­
islation. Are you getting ready to do a Sunday school
unit about religious liberty and Baptist history? Then let
us send you our "Citizens of Two
Kingdoms" containing a four-lesson
curriculum for youth.

■ We can also answer your
questions by email or over the phone
concerning your relationship with
government Although we cannot
represent you in court or provide legal
opinions as such, our general counsel,
Holly Hollman, and I will be glad to
share our expertise with you. We rou­
tinely deal with questions regarding
tax exemptions for nonprofits, as well
as zoning and land use issues.
Recently we responded to questions
concerning whether a church would
jeopardize its tax exemption if its pastor 

We have begun an exciting new ven­
ture called the First Freedoms Project
that we hope ivill be of enormous help
to churches. In cooperation xvith our
friends at Associated Baptist Press
and Baptist Today, we seek
to heighten awareness among Baptist
churches of the importance of reli­
gious liberty and freedom of the press.

placed a political sign in front of the par­
sonage and whether a pastor could pray at a city council
meeting "in Jesus' name." If we don't know the answer to
your questions or if it involves a matter of state law that
we are not competent to address, we will refer you to
someone who can.

H Finally, we have begun an exciting new venture
called the First Freedoms Project that we hope will be of
enormous help to churches. In cooperation with our
friends at Associated Baptist Press and Baptist Today, we
seek to heighten awareness among Baptist churches of
the importance of religious liberty and freedom of the
press. We are preparing resources for churches to use
when promoting First Amendment values while encour­
aging them to support the ministries of all three of our
groups, (www.firstfreedoms.com) We are also planning a
formal celebration of the First Freedoms Project in
Washington, D. C. on April 14-15,2005. This will be a
gathering of church leaders to explore more fully the
importance of "the freedom to worship and the freedom
to know" and to communicate ways in which the First
Freedoms partners can assist churches as they strive to
be faithful to the gospel and good citizens at the same
time. We hope that yours will become a First Freedoms
church.

Let us know how we can help. We are here to serve
you.

r

http://www.bjcpa.org
http://www.firstfreedoms.com


Layman arrested for helping a Baptist preacher.

Early Baptist John Waller whipped for preaching.

George W. Truett on the east steps of the Capitol.

REFLECTING
iiEEl JtCJLl nc
ON Freedom
Dr. James E. Baucom, Jr.
Senior Pastor, Columbia Baptist Church
Falls Church, Va.

Extracted from remarks made to the Baptist joint Committee Board of Directors on
September 27,2004.

While recently engaged in conversation with a fellow Virginia Baptist
pastor, I heard from clergy lips the question often repeated by laity I
encounter, "Where in the Bible do you find church-state separation?" "The
same place you find democracy, free market enterprise, and the right of
free speech," 1 answered. None of these American ideals can be traced
directly to Scriptural mandate, but each of them is rooted in the concept of
freedom, an idea of which the Bible speaks clearly.

I tell of this encounter with my good friend—who could be any typi­
cal Baptist—to illustrate an important point, namely that in our arrogance
we have oversold the notion of governmental non-establishment and left
people justifiably confused about its origins and importance. Like other
Baptist distinctives that have gone by the wayside, church-state separation
is a victim of our remarkable success: once-persecuted Baptists (and
Baptist-like congregations) have become the dominant Protestant assem­
blage in America. As I always tell corporate leaders with whom I consult,
one of the greatest predictors of failure in the present generation is run­
away success in the previous.

Yes, we Baptists became arrogant and took church-state separation for
granted. We preached it as though it were a doctrine rather than a govern­
mental philosophy. I have heard and read more bad sermons on church­
state separation than any other single issue, and one or two of them have
fallen from my own mouth and pen. We have taken phrases like "render
unto Caesar's what is Caesar's and unto God what is God's" (Matthew
22:21, Luke 20:25), and declared boldly, "See there, church-state separation
from Jesus' own lips." But any amateur Bible scholar—and Baptists have
produced millions of them—can see that these words do not establish a
governmental philosophy but encourage a faithful lifestyle.

Our over-promotion of church-state separation leaves the person in



the pew understandably confused. By fail­
ing to explain how our forebears arrived at
a new way of doing church and state, we
fail to sustain the very philosophy that has
for more than 200 years protected a far
more important idea in American culture:
religious freedom!

Whether they fully understand the
idea or not, most Baptists will readily pro­
fess to believe in religious freedom. We
know that God has made us to be free—in
God's own image—so that we might
choose to love our Creator. Thus, we real­
ize that no person should ever be com­
pelled to practice his or her faith or wor­
ship in any way other than as dictated by
a free conscience. Freedom of religion is
precious to most Americans and just about
all Baptists; church-state separation is a
political philosophy that protects religious
freedom. The church can still be the
church without it, but America cannot be
America unless it is maintained.

As a political conservative, I am not
certain that the present line between
church and state can be held in our cul­
ture, but I realize that some hard line must
be sustained if religious freedom is to
remain an American hallmark. That under­
standing seems to be disappearing among
Baptists, who once supported the concept
of church-state separation across the politi­
cal spectrum. The mental linkages we once
took for granted between the doctrines
underpinning religious freedom (Soul
Competency, Priesthood of Believers, etc.)
and church-state separation have nearly
disappeared except among a few with
deep Baptist roots.

We must, then, return to the pursuits 

not of our Baptist fathers and mothers, but
of our Baptist grandfathers and grand­
mothers, who sought religious freedom
and arrived at their philosophies of
church-state separation in due course. We
often fancy ourselves in the legacies of
modem prophets like George W. Truett,
who enjoyed the luxury of standing on the
Capitol steps in a day when America's
understanding of religious liberty could be
taken for granted as a philosophy of
church-state separation was advocated.
But our postmodern mission is more akin
to that of Roger Williams, or William Penn,
or John Leland, or Thomas Jefferson, or
James Madison, who taught
Americans at the dawn of a
previous era the basic princi­
ples of religious liberty and
then set out to protect it by
codifying a separation of _
church and state.

We must no longer put
the cart before the horse, for
what is at stake is not merely
church-state separation but
religious liberty itself, and
thus the essence of our
Baptist freewill faith. We will 
fail if we teach governmental philosophies
as biblical doctrines and ignore the deeper
theological issues of personal freedom and
responsibility altogether in a culture that
has forgotten the pains of persecution and
the dangers of government religious estab­
lishment.

That is why I support the mission of
the Baptist Joint Committee, even when I
disagree occasionally with particular posi­
tions it takes or find myself offended by its 

actions. For the very sake of freedom, I
believe that we Baptists must relearn the
discipline of leaving our prophets alive to
challenge our complacency. I find that
Brent Walker and the BJC usually get it
right, challenging governmental establish­
ment of or interference with religion wher­
ever they see it and, consequently, chal­
lenge Baptists to rethink our reliance upon
the state to prop up our faith. Brent and
his staff are equal opportunity offenders, if
you will, challenging with bilateral
prophetic fervor Democrats, Republicans,
and whomever else might be tempted to
undermine freedom of religion.

But Brent (and we) have
not inherited the same mod­
ernist society upon which the
BJC made its high mark in a
previous generation. In ways
that have not been true since
the very founding of our
nation, the real issue today is
religious liberty, and
Americans must relearn its
importance and fragility
before they can understand
anew the need to protect it 

“ ' through separation of church
and state. For the BJC is to remain
prophetic for our culture, it must take up
the old Reformation mantle of religious
freedom and claim new biblical high
ground.

We must refocus on freedom!

We will fail if we teach governmental philosophies as biblical doctrines and ignore the deeper theological
issues of personal freedom and responsibility altogether in a culture that has forgotten the pains of
persecution and the dangers of government religious establishment.
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an embarrassing decision of the Court just three years earli­
er that had failed to protect the rights of Jehovah's
Witnesses.

The pledge bill passed the House by a vote of 247 to
143. By some accounts, it barely avoided a mark-up in the
Senate. If passed, this measure would set a terrible prece­
dent, violating the basic assumptions of our government's
separation of powers. It would mark the first time since
Reconstruction that Congress had deprived the federal
courts of jurisdiction over a fundamental right. As far out
as the tactic seems, there were several other "court-strip­
ping" laws proposed this Congress.

Can they do this? Most people recall their elementary
school civics lesson about the three branches of govern­
ment. Congress makes the laws. The federal courts inter­
pret the laws. The president enforces them. Though strong
arguments support the conclusion that the "Pledge
Protection Act" itself would ultimately be held unconstitu­
tional, that outcome is not guaranteed.

In essence, this means it is up to us, acting through the
democratic process. We have to urge the legislative branch
to recognize the importance of an independent judiciary. I
don't agree with everything the federal courts do, but the
existence of an independent judiciary, free from political or
public pressure, has been essential to our nation's success
in protecting religious liberty for all Americans. We can no
longer take the federal judiciary for granted.

As Justice Jackson stated in the Barnett case: "The very
purpose of a Bill of Rights was to withdraw certain subjects
from the vicissitudes of political controversy, to place them
beyond the reach of majorities and officials and to establish
them as legal principles to be applied by the courts. One's
right to life, liberty, and property, to free speech, a free
press, freedom of worship and assembly, and other funda­
mental rights may not be submitted to vote; they depend
on the outcome of no elections." 319 U.S. 624,639 (1943).

It would be a shame to deny that.

K. Hollyn Hollman
General Counsel

"The very purpose of a Bill of
Rights was to withdraw certain
subjects from the vicissitudes of
political controversy, to place
them beyond the reach of majori­
ties and officials and to establish
them as legal principles to be
applied by the courts. One's right
to life, liberty, and property, to
free speech, a free press, freedom of
worship and assembly, and other
fundamental rights may not be
submitted to vote; they depend on
the outcome of no elections."

When the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals issued its
infamous Newdow decision, finding a California public
school policy requiring teacher-led pledge recitation uncon­
stitutional, Congress jumped into action. Members of
Congress not only pledged together (what a scene on the
Capitol steps!), but they also voted together. The House
overwhelmingly passed a resolution condemning the deci­
sion. The Senate echoed the emotion. The message from our

legislative branch was clear, its dis­
dain for nuance obvious. The
pledge is sacred, if not in a reli­
gious sense, certainly in a political
one.

Two years after the 9th
Circuit decision was stayed, and
months after the Supreme Court
vacated the offending decision on
the grounds that Mr. Newdow
lacked standing io sue, some mem­
bers of Congress are still fuming.
Despite a backlog of unfinished
business in the 103th Congress, the
House took time during its last
weeks in session to schedule a vote
for the "Pledge Protection Act."
This proposed legislation went
beyond expressing outrage toward
the 9th Circuit. It showed contempt
for the Constitution.

The bill, which the House
Judiciary Committee put on the
fast-track to the floor, would
deprive the federal courts, includ­
ing the Supreme Court, of jurisdic­

tion "to hear or decide any question pertaining to the inter­
pretation of, or the validity under the Constitution of, the
Pledge of Allegiance." In short, it means no pledge disputes
are allowed in federal court. Government-coerced speech,
and for some, coerced religious expression, would get a
pass under the First Amendment.

The bill does not even leave room for enforcement of
the 1943 case of West Virginia State Board of Education vs.
Barnette. That case struck a requirement to salute the flag
and recite the pledge as a violation of the right to free
expression. The students were Jehovah's Witnesses whose
religion regards such actions as a violation against biblical
commands against graven images. The case is important,
not only for its affirmation of the rights of religious minori­
ties but also as a lesson on the judiciary. Barnette reversed 

'Pledge' bill could strip power from federal courts



Supreme Court will hear case
on inmates' religious freedom

The U.S. Supreme Court will consider for the first time the
constitutionality of a law intended to protect the religious free­
dom of prison inmates.

The justices agreed Oct. 12 to hear arguments in Cutter vs.
Wilkinson, which involves a group of Ohio prisoners who sued the
state to gain accommodations for their various religious practices
under the Religious Land Use and Institutionalized Persons Act,
more commonly referred to as RLUIPA.

Tire 2000 law requires states receiving federal funds to accom­
modate religious practices by inmates in their prisons — such as
providing a special diet or allowing the wearing of a particular
kind of religious dress — unless prison officials can show a com­
pelling reason why they should not grant such requests.

It passed with support from a broad spectrum of political and
religious leaders, evidenced by the fact that its two main Senate
co-sponsors were Sens. Orrin Hatch, R-Utah, and Sen. Ted
Kennedy, D-Mass.

But in late 2003, the 6th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals used
the lawsuit — which included practitioners of Satanism, tire
Wicca religion and an adherent of a white supremacist form of
Christianity — to overturn RLUIPA.

A three-judge panel of the appeals court said that the law vio­
lates the First Amendment because it advances religion and
prefers religion over non-religion." [T]he primary effect of
RLUIPA is not simply to accommodate the exercise of religion by
individual prisoners, but to advance religion generally by giving
religious prisoners rights superior to those of nonreligious prison­
ers," wrote Judge Ronald Gilman in the court's opinion.

But an attorney for a Washington-based group that advocates
for religious freedom said the statute simply provides for prison­
ers' religious freedom.

"A broad coalition supported the passage of that legislation
and will likely support the constitutionality of that statute," said
Holly Hollman, general counsel for the Baptist Joint Committee.
"Prisoners, by definition, are dependent on legislative accommo­
dations for their free exercise of religion. Prisoners have very few
rights, but the courts have long recognized that they have some
rights to religious liberty." —ABP

State Department rebukes Saudis
for repressing religious freedom

The State Department finally acceded Sept. 15 to years of
requests from human rights agencies, lawmakers and a govern­
ment commission by naming Saudi Arabia one of the world's
most egregious violators of religious liberty.

Secretary of State Colin Powell announced to reporters that
the oil-rich kingdom was among the nations that he had designat­
ed "Countries of Particular Concern," or CPCs, under the terms of
the 1998 International Religious Freedom Act. The classification
means that the United States may impose sanctions on the Saudi
government if religious freedom conditions do not improve.

Powell's announcement came at a press conference accompa-

"Freedom of religion does mt exist
[in Saudi Arabia], It is mt recog­
nized or protected under the coun­
try's laws, and basic religious free­
doms are denied to all but those who
adhere to the state-sanctioned ver­
sion of Sunni Islam."

— From a report on international
religious freedom released by the

U.S. State Department 

nying the release of the
department's 2004 report on
international religious free­
dom. The report's full text is
available at www.state.gov,
the department's website.

Saudi officials ban all
public religious activity by
non-Muslim groups and
severely repress the practice
of Muslims other than those
who adhere to a fundamen­

talist school of Sunni Islam known as Wahhabism. The govern­
ment funds Wahhabist mosques, clerics and schools both in the
country and across the world.

The CPC designation for Saudi Arabia came five years after
the independent U.S. Commission on International Religious
Freedom first recommended it. Several members of Congress as
well as human rights organizations have also long supported des­
ignating Saudi Arabia a CPC.

Officials at the Saudi Embassy in Washington have declined
comment on the designations, as well as past State Department
reports criticizing human rights in the kingdom.

Hie State Department also recommended two other countries
be newly named to the CPC list: Vietnam and Eritrea. In addition,
it kept Burma, China, Iran, North Korea and Sudan on the list,
and removed Iraq. — ABP

Bill intended to protect pledge
passes House of Representatives

The House of Representatives has passed a bill that would
strip the U.S. Supreme Court and all other federal courts of the
ability to decide cases involving the Pledge of Allegiance.

On Sept. 23, the
House voted 247-173 to
pass the "Pledge
Protection Act." Al­
though the vote broke
down largely along
party lines, 35
Democrats joined most
Republicans in support­
ing it. Six Republicans opposed it.

The bill would ban federal courts
from hearing or deciding cases "pertain­
ing to the interpretation of, or the validi­
ty under the Constitution of, the Pledge
of Allegiance... or its recitation."

Sponsors said the bill was a pre-

"If this debate was really
about whether ‘under God'
was going to be in the
Pledge of Allegiance, I'd be
right there" with the bill's
supporters. "But this debate
is about much, much more
than that. It’s about whether
there's going to be a consti­
tutional framework under
which we operate."
— Rep. Mel Watt, D-N.C.,

during floor debate on the
“Pledge Protection Act"

emptive measure to prevent future challenges to the pledge's con­
stitutionality under the First Amendment. In 2002, the California­
based 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals ruled that the teacher-led
recitation of the pledge — including the words "under God" — in
public schools violates the amendment's ban on government
establishment of religion. -ABP

http://www.state.gov
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Couple gives $100,000 to Baptist Joint Committee
to establish church-state lectureship

Walter B. and Kay W. Shurden of Macon, Ga.,
have donated $100,000 to the Baptist Joint Committee
to establish an annual lec­
tureship on religious liberty
and church-state separation.

Designed to enhance
the ministry and programs
of the Baptist Joint
Committee, the Walter B.
and Kay W. Shurden
Lectures on Religious
Liberty and Separation of
Church and State will be
held at Mercer University
every three years and at
another seminary, college
or university the other years.

The first lectureship is planned for either 2006 or
2007 at Mercer Universit}’

The Shurdens expressed urgency for widespread

J. Brent Walker, executive director of the Baptist
Joint Committee, expressed gratitude to the Shurdens

for their vision and excitement
about the possibilities the lec­
tureship brings.

"The sky is the limit for a
lectureship like this," Walker
said. "Establishing an annual
forum for cutting-edge schol­
arship and healthy dialogue
on church-state separation is a
great way to excite support for
the BJC and enthusiasm for the
cause of religious liberty.

"Buddy and Kay are cham­
pions of religious liberty. This
extraordinary gift is a continu­

ation of their unyielding support."
Walter Shurden, a former seminary and college

professor and dean, is executive director of the Center

Kay and Walter Shurden present $100,000 check to Brent
Walker.

education about religious liberty' and church-state
separation.

"We believe that the threat to religious liberty
and the separation of church and state is epidemic in
America today," the Shurdens said. "This threat
comes from the courthouse, the White House and the
church house. No potatoes are hotter in public dis­
course than issues of church and state: vouchers,
prayer in public schools, faith-based charities and the
posting of the Ten Commandments. The BJC is in the
kitchen where those potatoes are being baked. We,
therefore, believe that the BJC is one of the most cru­
cial religious organizations in this republic."

for Baptist Studies at Mercer University. For 17 years,
Kay was an associate professor of marriage and fami­
ly therapy in the Mercer Medical School at Mercer
University. She has a private practice in marriage and
family therapy.

The Shurdens expressed a desire to "ignite
renewed passion for historic Baptist ideas." They con­
cluded, " We want our grandchildren and their chil­
dren to live in an America where those values are not
only preserved but also championed. Those values,
we believe, make for a more vigorous religion and a
healthier state."
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