December, 1947

CHRISTMAS THE PEACE, NEW YEAR THE FCFE

By J. M, Dawson, Executive Secretary,
Joint tonference Committee on Public Relations,
Baptiste of the United States

x‘&(ge-old wleh this time turns into a prayer. 4 world orylng for
roliefl, agonizing for order and jJustice, and demanding true freedoms, euppli-
rntee the Zternal God four a Christmas with peace and & New Year with hope.

We who battle for religious liberty in the homeland and crusade for 1t
in =511 lende believe this freedom le the nurturing mother of all freedome and
the fountain source of all humen liberty. Nothing short of the freedom where-
with Christ rakes men free canm avail for thg millions 1n bundage the earth
sround.

Thé return of tho glad anniversary of the birth of Jesus ths Christ
avakens afresh, and more insletently than ever in ike centuries eince that
far-off Divine Event, the longlng for a jJuet peace among men with real hope
for its permanence.

For the achievement of the wieh, for the answer to our fervont prayer,
ve know we must work with Him who is the Prince of VU'sace, with Him who 10 Our
Bope, First of all, we hail the church, which is His Body, through which He
would express Ble message and accomplish His will ao well asé perform Hie min-
istries, We rejolce, tco, in the agenclee and instrumentalities, the move-
rente and institutiona which,are the creatiocne of iis spirit making for the
veal of mankind, We eepecially give thanke for tho United Naticne, intended
to establish apd maintain a just and durable peace, and truat in ilie guldance
in the ultimate outworking and attainment of the aime of his humon means for
realizing scmething of the divime purposes.

Amid the dar¥mese and the strife which svill encircle the glcbe we are
enreartened by Hie Presence. He standa among us, Lo inepire all to good will,
te prompt all to remembrance of the needs, to induce in each of us the faith
that 16 in the heart of a child, to impel in everycne the couragec that wae 1n
tke Strong Son of God, and to beskon toward the great goal that Fo has set fer
tte world. Even so, Lord Jesus our Savior dwell sevorymore with ux, Amen.
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CHURCH AND STATE

‘  In Eurcpe two totaliterign systeme are in mortal grapple. The Russiens repre-
sent political totalitarianiem;®the Romen Catholica repreeent ecolesiastiocal totali-
terieniem, Baptists find in both these systems most sexioue defects which compel
disepproval.

To otate the case: In Ccmmunism, on the one hand, Baptiate cannot aebide ite
athelsm, materimlistic philoscphy end denial of freedoms, perticularly of religious
freedom, In Catholiciem, on the other hand, Baptieta cannot consent to its official
intolerance with denial or ebridgement of religious freedom to non-Catholics in all
lande whevever 1t hes continued dcminant, nor can they conesent to its insiatence on
clerical perticipation in civil government and demand for governmental support, in-
cluding financial aid out of tex funde for church inetitutions.

»

As to the true relutionship existing between church and etate, Baptiste hold the
two ehould be entirely separate. Thila doee not mean that state and church should be
hoetile toward each other, but to the contrary, they should be sympathetically co-
operative, They ere two diffserent orders with distinctly different functions end
operating cn differing bases. The state bas te do with civil relationehipe and de-
rives ite suthority irom law, empowered with force, The church haa to do with woral
relationships among men and spiritual relationships with God, and its authority is
purely morel, dependent upcn reagon and leve, using means harmonious to them, without
resort to force,

Civil government is divinely sanctioned, tnough no particular stete can claim to
represent the infallible will of Ged. Cbviously when Paul wrote “The pcwers that be
are ordalned of Gcd", he wes nou aeserting the Romen Empire as such conetituted the
expresa agoncy of God, out only that 1t stood on God's recognition of the neceseity
for civil government. The exact form of government is left to man's judgment, to be
gulded by divine principlee as mwen may conceive them. Thus our cherished democracy
iteelf must conetrue "the voice of the people is the volce of God" only when it 1ie
clearly the embodiment of divine principlea.

The tenee rivalry between the Communist theory end the Russian program on one
side and the aggresaive campaign of the Rcmen Church to retain ite influence by claim-
ing to be the Supreme, abeolute Christian ideal and progrem hae produced a situatior
unprecedented, Wiltheut clear, discriminating thought and loyel adherence to funda-
mental principlee, decisions exceedingly hurtful to human progrese may be pressured.
The danger 1s ell the more serdous in the fact that the Soviete aesume thet the United
Stetes is linked for ectomcmic and political {mperialism with the Reman Church ambition
for eccleslasticel imperialiem., The Reman Church encourages thig Soviet claim by
eligning the power end preatige of the United States in its vigorous fight agalnat

Cczmuniem and Rusels, as 1f the Unitsd States had become a great edvocate end promoter
of Catholiciem.

Beptiets in refusing to march under the Catholic bemmer in order to wtand againet
the evile we see in Commyniem fesl we muet never loss slght of busic freedcma, eapec-
lally religious liberty &s guarenteed through eeparetion of church and state., We
cannot, therefore, afford to abendon ouyr bistoric, espcused principle of religious
freedcm upnder & misteken idee that tewporary expedient surrender of them to the

Catholic group, which has histcricelly denied such freedom, will prove the moet ef-
fectuel deliverance frcm the dire Ccmmuniet threat.
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CONCERNING THE ACTION OF THE JOINT CONFERENCE COMMITTEE IN FILING
MOTION AND BRIEF OF AMICUS CURIAE IN THE APPEAL FROM THE SUFREME
COURT OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS TO TEE SUFREME COURT OF THE UNITED

STATES IN THE CASE FROM CBAMPAIGN, TILINOIS,

-

Inesmuch ae there le wideapread intersst emont Baptlste holding membership in the
four Conventione which set up and eusteln the Joint Confersnce Committee on Public
Relatione, comcerning action by the Commitiee before the United States Supreme Court
in the eppesl case Irom Champaign, Illinois, it appeare desirable for the Executive
Secretary of the Committee to offer & stetemont for the information of all,

First, should be stated eomething of the origin of owr ection. EKnowing of this
pending caee and realizing the poeeible opportunity and duty of the Committee in re-
epect to Separation of Church and State, the Executive Secretary brought before the
fall meeting cf the Committee on Octobor 7, a request for specific attention to be
given the matter by scme Subcommittes clothed with power to act, After discussion the
minutes of Recording Secretery W. B. Lippherd show:

VOTED that the guestlon of employling counsel in the discuassions on
church and state be referred to the Ezecutive Committee with power, pro-
viding thet eny expenditure be kept within the limite of the budget of
the Ccmmittee for the current yeer.

The Executive Ccmmittes, convenod on October 24, voted that in its judgment the
Chempaign case involvsd the principle of separation of church and state which the
Joint Conference Commitiee wae esteblished to defend, end appolnted Dr, E. B. Willing-
hem, and Messrs. W. W. Everett and E. H. DeGroot, Jr., a committes to engage a sult-
able lewyer, which committes on October 29, employed Mr. E. Hilton Jackson of Weshing-
tcn, D, C.

Mr, Jeckacn then prepared end exranged to submit a motion and brief of Amicus
Curiae, indicating that he did so in the name of “the Joint Conference Ccmmlittee on
Fublic Relations set up by The Southern Baptist Convention, The Northern Baptist Con-
vention, The Netional Baptist Conventlon, Inc., and the Netional Baptist Conventilon."
It vill be noted carefully that the motion and brief were submitted for this single
Ccxmittee snd not in conjunction with any other person or organizaticn, though it le
urderstood that such were presented at soms time or other by other individuels and
groups, many of which were religious, Ours had nothing to do with those.

Befcre attsmpting to state why thle action was taken, it mey be in order to out-
line plainly and candidly the pollcy of the Joint Conference Committee in its effort
to arrive at a decision for action on any given matter. Certalnly we do not ever
presume to speak in an ex cathedrs sense. We are not en ecclesiastical authority at-
tempting to lord it over our constituency. When Beptista speak in conventien, perti-
cularly when two or more conventions epesk in the seme voice on a matter, ag frequent-
ly they do, we feel we have & mandate which we cen assurediy proceed under. There is
encther true and obvious way in which we feel we cen act with assurance, and theat 1e
vken we do eo in regard to a well reccgnized, historic principle on which Baptiets
huve repeatodly declarsd themselves, such as separation of church end state end
religious liberty. BHere, hcwever, it 1s menifest to &ll that 1t le not possible to
cell the Conventlcns together to ask for a special mendate on each esparate lssue a-
rising, or to weit even for severa) Conventione to act Iin successeicn. Such coneti-
tuted ccmmittees as ours, in the democratic process cuetomery with representative

bodies, exercise thedir best judgwent, elways under & proper regard for its respon-
eibility., 1In that case the Committee assumes it will be applauded when 1t meets with




- § -

populer favor end will suffer when greeted ty disapproval. There is, to be aure, ey
admitted euthoritativeness, which men ccamonly call scientific end woral authority,
distingulshed {rcm official authority, which 18 based on knowledge - factuel knowle
supported by careful investigation and thorough information. On such a basis we &
constantly called upon to represent the Baptists in the State Department and various
other departments of government where it ie expected ecme one will sepeak for the Be
tiete, or in meny desirable conferences entered into with all kinds of groups, civie
and religious, Representation of Baptlst viewse in general cannot conceivably be me
otherwise, and usually there is confidence reposed in those chosen by Baptists to

such representetion for them,

We ccme now to explanation of the reasona which impelled the Jolnt Conference &
mittee to underteke a plea in the Chempaign Case, We submit nerewith the brief pre-
pared by Mr. Jackson, which we think presente the true legal arguments againet the
of public school bulldings for religious instruction, a use which we hold 1le an en-
croachment on the Conatitution of the United States. The brief speakse for itself,
we do not here quote from it., It is, we feel, a worthy statement of our view of the
case, and indeed mey prcve historic.

In makling up our mind to appear berore the Supreme Court on thie 1ssue, we co
discover no resolution adopted by any of cur Baptlst Conventions at any time which u
holds religious instruction in public school buildinge. We were well aware of the f
that some of our churches are cooperating with such an arrengement. The Executive
Secretary of the Committee, for thirty-one years the pastor of the Baylor University
Baptist Churcn, Waco, Texes, for a time actively supported an arrangement for week-d
religicus instructlon in church bulldings adjacent to public achool buildings, an ar-
rengement, by the way, quite distinct from released time for religious instruction 1
side public school buildinga. We cannot believe & majority of our Baptist people sup
port religious instruction conducted irnside public achool buildings. To the contrery
it is our deliverate judgment that much ae our people are concerned for religious in.

struction they do not feel that this latter errangement 1s wise or in the light of o
country’'s Constitutionel right.

We are not surprised that the Internetional Council or Religlous Education, whig
has vigorously prcmoted week-day religioue education publishes in itse pamphlet, Remen
ber the Weekday, item 1h4, the advice: "It seems wisest not to use public school bui
inge 1f this raises legal question. Also, & church building is usually, but not al-
ways to be preferred ror religioue education”. The United States Office of Education
Bulletin reports, ‘'durirg the past eight yeare more than half of the school gystems
leasing pupils in 1932 have either discontinued the progrem or the progrem hae too
1ittle interest to prompt a reply to the survey inquiry." 1In eddition to attacks of
educatore upon the plan &s operated, numercus religious groups, such as the Jews, and
many civic orgenlzaticns have opposed it., Our Baptist Profesaor Conrad Henry Moehlma
Colgate-Rocheater, author of Schools end Church: the American Way, writes e devasta
ing account of its iIneffectiveness and danger, T

Without imposing a long list or dccuments ageinst It, may we summarize our morv
important reaeons ror rejecting the use of public achool buildings for religious in-

strusticn and ifor tsking e poasitive stand for more adequate memsures to insure rei3g1
oue education.

First, the plan 1s, ae our ir., Jackecn's brierl esserts, a ccmmingling or church
inetruction and etate instruction in such & menner as to introduce eerious complica-
tions. Ve cite the argument of a national civic organization: "Tax-exempt churches
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ould keep out of tax-aupported schools. If they enter, they are directing huw tax
oney should be epent, Would not then, the government have e reciprocal right to tell
pe chf®ches how thelr funde should be dispersed? The use of eny school or civicly

ed property for religlcus purpoees 1s equivalent to the spending of tex monies for
uch purposes, and implies the righte of taxpayers of all religious or acn-religious
eliefs to uee the schools for propagating their cwn ways of thinkimg.” In some lo=~
alitles, where it wae supposed raligious inetruction would be confined to Catholic,
frotestant and Jewish teachers, the school boards have been coMfronted with applica-
ions from Moslems, Hindus, various curloue sects and even Communists, all ingsiating
hey had & right under the Conetitution to enter, IiI eectarian instruction 1s allcwed.
us the school authoritice would be compelled eithsr to let these in or else set them-
olves up with power to pase on religioue beliera of teachere and content of teaching,
sesumption evidently contrery to the United States Constitution.

But suppoeing the Judeo-Christien reiigion 1s the only one peruitted in the
chools, no matter how suavely we may eay that is not sectarlan teaching, 1t neverthe-
ess 1e in the eyes or the law, in relation to non-Biblical religions. In spite of the
Jaim thet no public echool teacher's time will be taken, practice proves that they
et handle reglstration, reporte of attendance, grade records, keep discipline, en-
orce attendance, and accept awkward difficultiee in adjusting classes, which 1¢ the
eagon for complaint on the part of so meny teachere and for school boerde, after
ri=sl, ousting the system tending to disrupt the regular work of the echocol, Thie was
hotably 8o 1n the caee of San Diego where the plan was discontinued.

In Sen Diego the Roman Catholic blshop ralsed a loud outcry againet the ocusting
put failed to get 1t reinstated. Everywhere the Catholice constitute the group teo

eke the fullest advantege of the released time plan. It ie incidentelly their strong
¢t means of breaching the wall of separation between aetate and church. The official
atholic poeltlon la thet the schools should belong to the churches but the government
hould, finance them, hence the effort to get free bus transportation, free textbooks
cr thelr parochiel schools and more obtaln full.financial support from the tax funds.

Lr. Reuben Nelson, General Director of the Council on Flnerce and Promotlon, in
letter to Rev., J. 0, Cederberg, Champalgn, Illinois writes: "For the last several
eers it has been guite evident that there hae been & marked resurgance of the type of
hinking in this country that would lead to entangling difficulties between the church
nd state, Evldence of thie lies in the many attempte meads by the Catholic Church to
ecure the use of echool buildings. From a purely logicel viewpoint, therefore, it
ute the Proteatant groups at a disadvantage to fight the use of runds for parochial
choole 1f Protestants use the school buildings for religious instruction, I think
his i3 besicelly tie logic that is bshind the action of the Joint Conference Commit-
ee on Public Relations in Waeehington, D. C."

Finally, not to mention ite non-democratic charscter, we think & more cbjectlon-
tle element in the imstruction in public schgol buildinge moet repugnant to Baptiste
6 that of compuleion. It 1e aad to relate that weekday religious inetruction offered

nearby church buildings on a voluntary basla, almost invariably bresks dcwn. It i
1t by the propcnente of released time that they muat invoke the compulsory achool
w in order to make it a success. While it mey be shown that no child is directly
rpelled, yeot it operatee under & compulaory scheme. To quote Dr. Nelson of the

| rthern Baptiste again: "From our earliest history Baptista nave insicted there must
2 such & ccmplete separatlon of church and atuate as thet the atates guarantees to the
xristian, to the Jew, to the atheist, or any one elee the right to worship as he mey
ich." Beptieta cannot coneistently lend their cooperation to eny plan which would
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put the weight of a faather upon the conecience of any citizen to compel him to nc
a given religlous faith!

.

e belleve that God ordained the home and the church to eupuly religlous inst
ticn and that 1% is a serlous orror to depend on the public echoole for such, For
centuries vectarien religlon has baen obligatory in Germany, with three to five clas
2 ook for all children in &ll grades: Protestent children under Protestent teachers
Catholic children under Cathclic teachers, and Jewish children under Jewlsh teachers, '
Has it worked out either for the good of the church or state? The unewsr, of course,
is no. TLemocratic sdumerice pledged to separation of church and stute must have a revi-
val of interest in the home and church as religious agenciee end in the public schools
as morel agencles for soclal treining aund national unity.

DECEVMBER MEETINGS OF CONVENTION BOARD SPEAK

At Cleveland and Neshville 1n December, for the first time sinco the establish-
ment of the Jolnt Conference Commlttes, both Northern end Southerr Executive groups
consented to glve sorious attontion to the scope and policies of thie Committee., With
the procedure of the Committee in filing a brief of Amlcus Curise before the Supreme
Cowrt in the New Jorsey Case last year no cbjection was ralsed end the Ccmmittes was
universally epplauded. Following the same procedure in the Illincia Relomsed Time
Cape, question arose as to the Ccmmittes's rights, The Committee welcomes, even re-
joices in thie realizetlon of the importance of 1tse actions and the dedirsbility of
definming its functioms.

* *

NEW YEAR IN NEW OFFICE

With the close or the old year, the office of the Joint Conference on Public
Relationa will be moved from 715 Eighth Street, N, W. to 1628 Sirteenth Street, N, W.
The new location will be In the Baptist Building, recently purchased by the Baptist
orgenizationa for the purpose of housing the Dlstrict Baptist Convention Headquerters,
the office of the Baptist World Alliance snd our own. In remcving we can but express
gratitude to the Telvary Paptist Church which through the years has generously sllowed
use of a secticn of its church plent for our work, We would like alsc tc bespeak our
satisfilactlon in the fact that the Baptiet Bullding ia on Sixtesnth Street, popularly
called "Church Street”, rather than on Maesachusette Avenue, ccmmonly referred to se
"The Street of the Fxbeesies,” Come to eee us.




