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The past year has been by far the most eventful for your Committee of any since 
Its organization. Nev set up In Its splendid offices, which occupy the fourth floor of 
the Baptist Building on Sixteenth Street, N. W., In Washington, D. C., It is better 
equipped than ever before to serve the concerns of 1U,000,000 Baptiste of the United 
States In all public relations.

1. We cordially Invite a full Inquiry Into the meny ways by which the Committee 
has been able to render Important help to our great denominational agencies through 
legitimate contacts with various departments of the National Government. While It is 
not possible to enumerate them here, activities are specifically described in the Com
mittee's monthly newsletter sent td all Baptist editors, executives, secretaries, heads 
of Institutions and others Interested.

2. The Committee's reach beyond the Nation was shown In the appointment of your 
Executive Secretary to discuss the Christian claims of the United Nations before the 
Baptist World Congrese In Copenhagen and the Alliance's naming of two of our Committee
men to lead Its seven-member Commission on a wofcrld Crusade for Religious Liberty. In 
addition to issuing a Manifesto, this rommlesloiTSab^repeatedly conferred with those 
formulating the International Bill of Rights for proper Implementing by the United Na
tions of complete religious liberty throughout the world.

3. Acting upon a directive from the four supporting Baptist Conventions to lead
in an effort to mobilize and organize all groups In this country who believe In the First 
Amendment of the Constitution, your Executive Secretary Is happy to point to the success
ful Inauguration of Protestants and Other Americans United For Separation of Church and 
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State. This organization has already aroused more remedial public discussion that has 
arisen frem a single source within fifty years. E>’^n with the finest cooperation fret 
the many cooperating groups, for months much of the burden of organization and admlnl*. 
traticn fell upon your office. J

4. Perhaps the most reepoheible act of your Committee was the filing of abrlJ 
in October before the United States Supreme Court in the McCollum case againet formal 1 
religious instruction in public school buildings on released school time by church ap-1 
pointed teachers. Our contention had nothing to do with provisions for week-day BibloI 
study outside school buildings nor with other questions raised. After diligent study I 
it was felt that we had a bounder, duty to act under a belief that there was more in
fringement on the historic Baptist and American principle of separation of church and I 
state than in the Everson case coming up a year before in which we had filed a brief. 
For a time your Committee was severely criticized by some, both in the North and South, 
the complaint being that we had proceeded improperly; but upon hearing a detailed revid 
of our procedure the full Committee in its February 17 meeting, adopted the C*5mmittee'« 
report with its interpretation of procedure. It was thus made clear that U/e Executive, 
Committee had acted upon authorization of the full Joint Conference CMmlttee granted d 
a regular session, and it had otherwise proceeded in the identicalzdSanner according to 
the same high standards as in the Everson case for which it had received universal 
praise. Aside- from the victorious outcome in the Court, the Committee feels that the 
discussion among our people has caused a clearer understanding of)the powers and func
tions of the Committee, with a keener really tion of its far-reaching significance.

We cannot.close thie report without grateful acknowledgement of the increased 
financial support from both the Southern and Northern Conventions and a plea for your 
continued prayerful and fraternal cooperation in the responsible matters with which we 
must constantly deal.

• Respectfully submitted,

JOINT CONFERENCE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC RELATIONS, 
THE SOUTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION, 
THE NORTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION, 
THE NATIONAL BAPTIST CONVENTION, 
THE NATIONAL BAPTIST CONVENTION, INC.

WHAT THE JOINT CONFERENCE IS DOING
In addition to our major interests in separation of church and state, and its 

corollary, religious liberty, our office in Washington is occupied with conferences in 
the State Department, the embassies of foreign countries; with closely watching matter* 
of legislaticn in Congress about which the Conventions have spoken; keeping touch with 
the Supreme Court of the United States, local and state courts, where the historic and 
traditional principles of Baptists have come to trial; and with contacting various de
partments of government where legitimate transactions of the agencies, schools and 
churches of 14,000,000 Baptists who compose our participating Conventions are concerned 
From the office gees out monthly this newsletter, Report From the Capital, to all Bap
tist editors, executives, college heeds and certain others, as well as numerous re
leases to the press for the information of our people. Necessarily there are other 
groups with whom we must act or show why Baptists cannot go with them in regard to sub
jects and movements of vast importance. Incidentally the Executive Secretary delivers 
addresses constantly from one end of the country to the other (his hearers always pro
viding the expenses of the airplane or rail trips); and by approval of the Joint Confer 
ence Committee, he has been temporarily supervising Portestants and Other Americans 
United for Separation of Church and State.



DOES THE CONSTITUTION ASK SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE?

Professor Jamea O'Neill, a prominent Catholic layman of New Tork, writing In the 
(ay, 19**7 Commentary, characterizes the historical Interpretation of the American prln- 
:iple of separation of church and state as a "spurious" and "fictitious" principle. In 
jcnunon with Catholics generally, and a considerable body of Protestants, he holds that 
It means no more than the prohibition of an established church In this country. He even 
;oes so far as to assert that not until the last two years has the Government sustained 
my other view!

Father William E. McManus of Washington, Assistant Director of the National 
Jatholic Welfare Conference's Department of Education, Joins in the Catholic chorus. He 
.b making speeches over the country, writing articles for Catholic papers and releasing 
itatements to the secular press to the effect that historical evidence demonstrates that 
;he purpose of the First Amendment was not to prohibit aid to religion but merely to 
irevent Congress from establishing a national official church. Under this construction 
le argues (as did the lawyer for the Champaign School Board In the McCollum Case) that 
:ongrese is left free to authorize the payment of tax monies to any and all churches In 
my amount It may see fit. Father McManus tries to prove that not until the Supreme 
:ourt decisions In the Everson and McCollum cases has the country been asked to believe 
hat "neither a state nor the Federal Government * * * can pass laws which aid one reli- 
;lon, aid all religions or prefer one religion over another", as the Supreme Court de
clared in both these cases He finds as much fault with the Everson decision (aside

he contends, set up a theory of "absolute separation 
He laments this sad apostasy from the Catholic view, 
orthodox American view. An Interpretation strangely

from the Court's curious appendix which allowed public payment of bus fares to parochial 
schools on a public welfare basis) as he does with the McCollum decision. Both decisions 

of church" never heard of before! 
which he asserts should be the 
belated!

SHADOWS LIFTING FROM NEW MEXICO SCHOOLS

It is interesting to observe the shifts of the Catholics. First, 
Intolerant, bigoted" 

Thirdly,

As the outgrowth of complaints arising from citizen committees concerning Roman 
Catholic Church encroachments on twenty-nine public schools in New Mexico, suite have 
been filed against all the civil and church authorities involved in these abuses, sever
al hundred in number.
the Catholic officials offered violent denunciations against the 
protesters. Secondly, they later offered sweeping denials of the chargee, 
they now freely admit the major allegations but insist that the unfortunate counties af
fected could do no better under prevailing conditions. If the heroic young lawyers con
ducting the suits live, It le believed, In view of the recent Supreme Court decision 
ousting churches as such from giving religious instruction in public schools, these suits 
may be won.

The Baptist Joint Conference Committee Is working sympathetically on this case 
with Protestants and Other Americans United for Separation of Church and State. That 
organization proclaims, through its officers and widely representative National Advisory 
Council, that Its single and only purpose in entering this New Mexico situation is with 
a view to maintaining In all places throughout our country the American principle of 
separation of church and state, upon which the Federal Constitution guarantees religious 
liberty to all the people and all churches of this Republic. Wherever this principle is 
being violated, or threatened with further violations, the organization proposes to act 
with a view to redressing and resisting such violations. It does not propose to propa
gandize the Protestant faith or any other, nor to criticize or oppose the teaching or
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internal practices of the Boman Catholic Church or cny other. It has no connection or 
sympathy with any movement that is tinged with religious fanaticism. Its motivation a. 
rises solely from patriotic and religious concern for the maintenance of separation of 
church and state.

* * *

PROTESTANT MINISTERS IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS

The premier Roman Catholic publication in this country, the brilliant weekly, 
America, in its April 24, 1948 issue, carried the following editorial to which we appei 
a reply. /

North Dakota's Interchurch Council is taking "Protestants United" verV, very 
seriously. It has scheduled thirty-eight county conventions betweep-aow^and 
October to promote "Greater Days Through Better Ways" by rally Ppeteetant 
strength for the anti-clerical garb bill, which seeks to diebar/the seventy-four 
nuns now teaching in the North Dakota public schools. I

Meanwhile PU's Baptist secretary, J. M. Dawson, has been energetically beat
ing the bushes in other parts of our "absolute separation of Church and State" 
republic and has come up with the "shocking" evidence that nuns in religious 
garb are teaching in public schools not only in North Dakota but in New Mexico 
and elsewhere.

It will take everybody's saving sense of humor to keep down a Protestant 
panic until they can get the nuns banished forever from their public schools! 
And yet the really shocking thing about this anti-nun fury is its impertinence 
and hypocrisy. "Protestants United" have suddenly "discovered" a situation 
that has existed for fifty or more years without creating union of Church and

I State - a situation which they know was brought about by responsible public 
school authorities because in no other way could they provide teachers for the 
children in their charge. They know all this very well indeed; but in order 
to make it impossible for public school authorities to fall back any longer on 
the services of the nuns, PU rallies the Protestants by charging the Catholic 
Church with deploying its nuns in public schools sr as to bring about a union 
of Church and State.

Maybe it is time for Catholics to challenge Protestant sincerity on the 
public-school question. Maybe it is time to say to "Protestants United: all 
right, you say it is unconstitutional for nuns to teach in public schools; 
then what about the many more numerous Protestant ministers teaching in pub
lic schools all week and officiating in Protestant pulpits on Sunday? Msgr. 
Hochwalt of NCWC reminded PU that two-thirds of the counties in Missouri hire 
ordained ministers to teach in their public schools. Not only in Missouri, 
either, but in many more States. Not only teaching, either, but controlling 
public-school policies.

Are the public schools Protestant? Certainly not constitutionally. Well, 
then, Catholics themselves might profitably beat a few bushes and come up with 
court actions here and there to confront "Protestants United” with the logical 
consequences of their anti-nun bills.

No one acquainted with the United States Constitution and laws of the several 
states which forbid any religious tests as a qualification for voting or holding public 



office would eay that either Catholic nuns or Protestant preachers can be barred from 
teaching in public schools because of their .religion. There is a real difference, how
ever, between the nuns and the preachers.

1. The preachers do not insist on wearing a distinctive garb, a symbol of their 
sectarian faith, which exerts a silent Influence on immature minds.

2. The preachers do not enter the public schools under a prior solemn oath to 
their churches that they will always teach their sectarian faith.

3. The preachers do not enter upon their duties in public schools under oath 
that they will individually accept no salary but instruct their salaries to be paid over 
collectively to their churches, thus escaping the payment of Income tax as well as de
livering tax monies to sectarian institutions, as has been done by nuns.

U. The preachers do not - certainly not as once challenged was true in the case 
of the New Mexico schools now under fire - try to change the public schools in which 
they teach into parochial schools to be administered by their churches while continuing 
to be maintained by public taxes.

* *' *

RECOMMENDED RESOLUTIONS

1. Calling upon Congress to pass a Joint resolution to the effect that no occa
sion longer exists for maintaining Ityron C. Taylor at the Vatican as the Personal Repre
sentative of the President with the rank of an Ambassador and asking the budget committee 
of the Congress to make no further appropriation for hie maintenance.

2. Calling upon representatives in the House to amend the McCowen Bill (H.R. 
2953) so that nene of the funds in the proposed action in Federal aid to public elemen
tary schools shall be expended either directly or indirectly for the benefit of non
public or parochial schools.

3. Registering support of the Capper Bill which would prohibit advertisement 
of inter-state shipment of liquors.

U. Protesting denial of religious liberty in countries under the domination of 
Communism (as Roumania) and Roman Catholicism (as Italy and Spain).

5» Commending the purposes and efforts of Protestants and Other Americans 
United for the Separation of Church and State.

* * *

ECHOES OF THE SUPREME COURT DECISION IN THE CHAMPAIGN 
______________________ CASE_________________________________

Since the Supreme Court decision in the McCollum case, the following facte have 
become fully established:

1. The Roman Catholics, by far the meet deeply involved of any in this type of 
released school time arrangement, have uniformly and vehemently condemned the Court ■s 
decision, declaring it has "left public education in shreds.
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2. Those zealous Protestant groups which were promoting plans of released time 
religious instruction in connection with the public schools were keenly disappointed. 
They profess loyalty to the American doctrine of eeparsttlon of church and state on which, 
as one of the Supreme Justices affirmed, our country has staked its very existence; but 
fear to accept the full implications, lest the state should be separated from religion, 
a possibility not entertained by the Court, according to Justice Black, nor suggested by 
the decision.

5. Many people, who accepted what some others said about it rather than care
fully reading the decision itself, hastened to mistaken conclusions, such as that God 
was excluded from the Government and the schools.

h, Multitudes of religious people who saw in the press that the suit was insti
tuted by "an atheist" were shocked that the Court had apparently sided with an atheist. 
The principle involved, of course, was in no sense contingent upon the belief of the 
person who instituted the suit. . .

5. While daily newspapers publicized criticisms' and endorsements with the ireual 
"conflict technique", the religious press as a rule has correctly interpreted theyflecl- 
eion as referring strictly to the arrangements established in the Champaign/echedle and 
in others similar to them, without a Judgment in this case on other formp/of so-called 
"released time". In Champaign the unconstitutional elements were: (l)/use of govern
ment-chosen school forces in collaboration with church-appointed forceel (2) use of pub
lic school compulsory law, machinery and discipline in the maintenance J>f religious 
classes; (3) segregation of children in groups according to religious faith and instruc
tion by church-selected teachers of like faith, which is plainly sectarian.

6. The public generally has been tremendously challenged to give heed to the 
essential place of religion in our national culture along three lines: (1) that anti
religion shall not be established in our system of public education; (2) that the home 
and the church shall be’ aroused to function effectually in keeping with their God-ap
pointed tasks; and (3) that the maximum of religious instruction consistent with the 
Constitution shall be provided in the schools to the end that moral and spiritual values 
shall not be lacking.

* * *

IMPORTANT OPINIONS

Institute of Church and State, Inc. (Research Foundation, headed by Dr. William H. 
Kilpatrick and Associates)': The McCollum case is one of utmost importance to the Ameri
can people.,..It closes the door finally upon efforts on behalf of federal and state 
funds in support of parochial schools....It should be emphasized that the decision is 
in the interests of religion and not opposed to it.

Massachusetts Baptist Bulletin, Boston: Baptists who helped to write the principle of 
the separation of church and state into the Constitution of the United States are natur
ally interested in the decision....As Baptists, we should regard the Champaign decision 
as one that was needed to clarify the situation and to strengthen the American principle. 
...It will affect the Roman Catholic churches more than our Protestant churches....but 
its effect may be neutralized unless Protestants hre alert and aggressive in seeing that 
it is enforced.

Western Recorder (Baptist), Louisville: Throughout American history, and indeed through 
the centuries, people of our faith have been forefront contendere for absolute separation 
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of church and state. In large measure it was through Baptist effort that Article I in 
I the Bill of Rights was written into the Constitution. There must be no slowing down in 

our efforts to preserve the religious liberty purchased at so great a price.

Word and Way (Baptist), Kansas City; Many and far-reaching are the implications of this 
decision. Plainly it forbids the practice of teaching religion by the churches in the 
public schools or under the discipline of schools in church property-.,.Th1a aartbr an 

' opportune time to press for the stoppage of the flow of all public school funds into 
sectarian groups or the transportation to parochial or private schools.

The Christian Register (Unitarian), Boston: By this decision the public schools have 
been relieved of a serious threat to their Integrity....Under heavy church pressure many 
public educators have allowed sectarian religious classes to be carried on In the school 
buildings during school hours or have supervised the release of children for classes In 
rooms provided by the churches....It may be found to prohibit appropriations that Con
gress knows will be used by state and local agencies for private and parochial schools, 
even though in enactment bills carefully worded to avoid the semblance of direct appro
priation for such purposes.

The Christian Century (Interdenominational), Chicago: The central point was the Court's 
ringing affirmation that church and state are separate institutions in this country, and 
that the wall between them must be kept "high and impregnable"... .Any inconvenience oc
casioned /to promoters of released time by the necessary revision of their plans/ will 
be offset by benefits which accrue from the strict adherence to that principle of separa
tion without which both church and state would be in danger....This does not imply the 
separation of religion from the nation.

The Converted Catholic Magazine (Non-denomlnational), New York: Hardest hit is the Roman 
Catholic Church which has been the outstanding advocate of released-tlme religious In
struction. .. .Many Protestant ministers, too, have favored such In the public schools to 
supplement their dwindling Sunday schools....No school can properly Inculcate religion 
if children have not first been imbued with true spiritual training by parents and 
teachers.

Scottish Rite News Bulletin, Washington, D. C.: Mr. Justice Black's opinion was a clear- 
cut presentation of the issues which embraced both the legal and social aspects of the 
case.,.,A vital victory for the principle of separation of church and state and for 
freedom of conscience....As was td be expected the Roman Catholic press was hostile.

St. Louie Poet-Dispatch: Hugo Black, who wrote the court's decision, went straight to 
the heart of the question... .Regrettable that he did not see the issue as clearly in the 
New Jersey school case. In that 5-to-4 decision, just a year ago, he found no breach of 
the "wall between church and state" in the use of tax funds to reimburse the fare of 
parochial school pupils. Either he has changed hie views or he thinks that a little mix
ing of church and state is all right....We prefer to think that the Supreme Court has 
learned a lot from the sound criticism of the New Jersey decision in the press, in law 
reviews and indeed in religious circles; that the McCollum case is not only the latest 
word but also a revised judgment; that it will be followed by decisions which will re
verse the New Jersey decision and earlier decisions permitting the use of tax funds to 
pay for school books for church schools and otherwise to support church schools.

Reader's Digest, Article by Mre. Agnes E. Meyer, before the Supreme Court decision: So 
acute has become the question of sectarian religious Instruction In the public schools 
that our whole educational system may yet be torn asunder by the conflict... .The Catholic 
Church was at first opposed to the plan. But the leaders soon changed their minds.
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"Religious Liberty A Living, Paramount Issue"

By Joseph Martin Dawson

This essential book for the times will soon be off the press of 
a well known New York publisher. Those who have read the manuscript 
think the book will command national interest.

CONTENTS

I. America's Opposition to Union of Church and State
II. The Weakening of Separation of Church and State

III. America's Stake In Her Public Schools ____/
IV. Overcoming The National Drift /
V. Can National Unity Survive?

VI. Is The Foundation Secure? (
VII. Toleration Is Not Enough. )

VIII. Can We Risk Free Speech? /
IX. The Dread Power of the Totalitarian State

X. What Hope of Universal Acceptance
XI. The Real Road to Freedom

XII. Authentic Roman Catholic Pronouncements (A Compilation)
XIII. The Manifesto of Protestants and Other Americans United 

For Separation of Church and State
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