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THE UNITED NATIONS TESTED r

Requests reaching thia office for articles on the United Nations may be interpreted 
as signs of new and widespread interest in the world peace organization. It happens that 
the Executive Director of the Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affaire had the privilege 
of representing the Baptists of the United States in San Francisco in the formation of the 
jjl, and this office has since cooperated fully. The awakened interest in UN, of course, 
is occasioned by the action in Korea, where commendably the United States has come to the 
relief of UN in resisting aggression. Our country took the lead in organizing UN as the 
successor to the League of Nations, and should be expected to uphold it in every consist
ent way within our power.

In this connection warning is given concerning the Soviet sponsored signature cam
paign instituted last March by the Stockholm Congress of the Partisans of Peace. Seizing 
upon the universal desire for peace and for international control of atomic bombs, in this 
campaign without any identifying marks as to sponsors and without any evidence as to whom 
the appeal is directed, the Communists have cleverly contrived a piece of propaganda which 
la being signed by millions of innocent people throughout the world, many of whom are ut
terly deceived as to real purposes underlying the campaign. The campaign completely ig
nores the diligent efforts of the U. S. and other free nations to secure international 
control of the atomic bomb through the UN and otherwise promote a permanent world peace, 
which have been persistently thwarted by the Soviets and their satellite nations.

*. * *

SHALL WE USE ATOMIC BOMBS?

Asked by the Associated Press for a personal opinion on whether the United States 
should drop atomic bombs on the North Korean invaders of South Korea, Dr. J. M. Dawson 
replied:

"I do not. The United States properly entered the Korean light unaer 
the United Nations to act in restraint of an aggressor. The whole world, with the excep 
tion of the Soviets, has been working through the United Nations to place the atomic bomb 
Jnder an efficient system of international control, with a view to banning leu 
forever. I regret that the United States ever dropped the atomic bombs on Japan,

r. since japan 
illapse. Because, too'Vfear the United Stares has suffer- 
account of what we did in that dreadful act. To repeat now 
reaction against "imperialism" as falsely charged by our 
use of atomic bombs by us would be after any enemy has corn
ua then for survival only.

properly entered the Korean fight under covenants with 
The whole world, with the excep- 
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I regret that the United States ever dropped the atomic bombs on Japa
I agree with eminent military authorities in believing it was not necessary 
was already on the verge of collapse.

much in moral leadership on 
would stir the utmost possible 
enemies. The only conceivable 
fenced the use of them, and by



BAPTIST WORLD ALLIANCE COMMISSION CW RELIGICUS LIBERTY

Among several Commissions appointed by the Baptist World Alliance which 
to the Congress was that on Religious Liberty. Dr. 
the following agenda: 

in study in Cleveland prior 
Stuber Chairman, submitted

In what nations is 
really critical?

the situation regarding the violation of religious

2. What are the implications involved in such religious persecution? (In regard 
to democracy, Christianity and the Church.)

3. How should we restate our own position on religious freedom? (State position 
regarding absolute separation of Church and State.)

U. What relationship does our Baptist position on freedom have to other faiths 
(including Roman Catholic and Jews)?

The results of this study may eventually become available to those desiring mimeo
graphed copies. The findings will be presented to the Congress in abbreviated for®.

The following members composed the Commission: Stanley I. Stuber, Gjunnar Westin, 
J. M. Dawson, J. T. Dunning, M. E. Dodd, M. E. Aubrey, Louie D. Newton,/Luther Wesley 
Smith, J. V. Jemison, G. L. Prince, J. C. Hazen, M. Leuschner, W. Turnwall, B. Kimura, 
A. Olmedo, E. Schroeder, E. M. Poteat, W. P. Binns, George Fraser and Bredahl Petersen.

ROMAN CATHOLICS CONTINUE TO ASK FOR DIRECT TAX AID

Anson Phelps Stokes, in his notable book, Church and State In The United States, re' 
viewed elsewhere by the’Executive Director of this Committee, says:

"Cardinal Spellman's statement to Mrs. Roosevelt last summer ^that Roman 
Catholics were asking fringe aids only/ was of epoch-making importance as far 
as church-state relations in the United States are concerned. It was the first 
time that the hierarchy, represented by one of its most prominent members, a 
Cardinal of the Church of Rome, recognized publicly that direct aid for the 
support of parochial schools was, under existing constitutions, laws and Su
preme Court decisions, unconstitutional. Up to this time the Church had through 
many actions and through statements in authoritative utterances and in books 
with the imprimatur of competent Church authority, stated frankly its conviction 
that parochial schools, being practically free schools, should share with public 
schools in the distribution of Federal funds for direct aid to education."

Stokes comment would be reassuring, if true. Two plain facts, however, completely 
contradict the comment.

1. A booklet of the National Catholic Welfare Conference published simultaneously 
with.Cardinal Spellman's declaration, makes the Cardinal's meaning clear. In it Father 
William E. McManus, Assistant Director of Education, stated Catholics protest the Govern 
ment's ban on tax money for parochial schools, "n6t as Catholics, not as taxpayers, but 
as citizens interested in a fair and equitable distribution of public funds." He con
fessed doubt, however, as to whether the majority of the American people "will for some 
time allow their Government to grant full support to parochial schools", but expressed 
confidence that an ever increasing number of our fellow Americans will give a sympathe
tic hearing to our request for fringe benefits, like bus rides and text books." This 



plainly means that Cardinal Spellman's "fringe" aids are looked upon by Ronan Catholics 
as merely preliminary to full aid which may be secured later.

2. The present persistent pressure upon Congress for full public aid to their other 
Institutions emphasizes their continued firm adherence to the doctrine of utmost direct 
public aid to church institutions • this is written the Church is pressing Congress 
for the following direct grants;

a. To church medical colleges, 40 per cent for operating costs and 50 
per cent for new construction and equipment.

b. Full costs of maintaining children committed to Roman Catholic or
phanages and agencies, and a mandatory act of Congress compelling the 
Government to utilize church equipment and personnel for thus caring 
for church children.

c. Largest possible grants to sectarian hospitals. Concerning this 
aid Sister Mary Gerald, treasurer general of the Sisters of the Holy 
Cross, Notre Dame, Indiana, urged before the last annual convention of 
the Catholic Hospital Association of the United States and Canada that 
their hospitals use Federal aid "without being apologetic".

Has the Reman Catholic Church within memory of Americans ever been "apologetic" a- 
bout asking for tax funds for their institutions — schools or any others? It would as
tound the American public to learn the extent of exemption from payment of income tax ac
corded Romanists on the score that they belong to "religious orders". Are Protestant 
preachers, teachers, nurses, administrators of church foundations, etc., exempt from pay
ment of income tax? They are not. But are they less sacrificial toward the upkeep of 
their churches — the basis on which all Romanists who belong to "religious orders" are 
excused? But No Protestant is asking for exemption because of religious service.

* * *

ROMAN CATHOLICS DEMAND EQUAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR THEIR SCHOOLS

When we read dispatches from Belgium, which recite the fact that the Social Christian 
(Catholic) government there has agreed to the resumption of subsidies to Catholic institu
tions, as is done by governments in practically all Romanist countries, we cannot feel re
assured by Cardinal Spellman's declaration that the Roman Catholic Church in the United 
States does not ask for direct aid for tax funds for their parochial schools — only 
"fringe or auxiliary aids". Some hailed the sort of aid named by the Cardinal as a "his
toric readjustment to the American system", a repudiation of the Church's hitherto papal 
and hierarchical demand for equal aid.

But consider the whole front of Roman Catholic institutions and agencies which are 
demanding direct — and stupendous — aids from tax funds, such as hospitals, medical col
leges, orphanages, and child welfare organizations.

Consider also this recent dispatch released by the Religious News Service, July 3, 
1950:

CINCINNATI, OHIO — Resolutions demanding equal rights for Roman Catholic 
children under any plan of federal aid for education, and appealing to Presi
dent Truman to name a successor to Myron Taylor as his personal representative 
to the Vatican, were adopted by the Knights of St. John which held its inter
national annual convention here. An estimated 9,000 persons participated in a 
"full dress" parade that highlighted the convention, attended by 3,200 official 
delegates.



A CATHOLIC DISSENTS FROM THE HIERARCHY

That some Roman Catholic laymen understand the real purpose of the Hierarchy !■ Bhoc 
by an occasional letter to the press. The following is an extract from auch a letter:

Sir: I would like to offer some comment relative to your correspondent's 
article captioned: 'Denies Catholics Hostile to Public School.' As a practi
cal Catholic, I find that our requests for the 'auxiliary services' as they are 
sometimes called, which are furnished the public school children, are desired 
by our hierarchy for their parochial schools in order to establish the principle 
of public tax aid for our schools, and their desire is for full tax support to 
our schools on a par with the public schools.

"The parochial schools are not public schools, not by the widest stretch 
of the imagination. They are private schools and should be self-supporting. 
The church should also furnish buses for their school children and not try to 
horn in on federal money for such type of service. The I'act that a large ma
jority of Catholics refuse to send their children to the public schools is a

* belligerent gesture and we by this attitude should automatically become in
eligible for public aid in any form. Reverend Paul L. Blakely, S.J., of the 
Catholic review America stated sometime ago that it was the duty of every 
Catholic parent to refuse to pay taxes for their support and it was also the 
duty of every Catholic father to keep hie children out of them. The mere fact ) 
that we pay a double tax is our own fault and it does not entitle us to special 
privileges. /

"The 'fringe' benefits, which we so innocently claim is all that we desire, 
are but a part of the whole of the benefits which we plan to demand in the 
future." — Bernard Gregory Stone of Fitchburg, Massachusetts, inia letter to 
the editor of the Springfield (Mass.) Union of April 2k, 1950, quoted by Horace 
Mann League.

* ♦ *

NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION ACTS DECISIVELY

Over 3,300 delegatee to the National Education Association, in its annual meeting 
held in St. Louis, have just voted the following resolution, with not more than 100 dis
senting :

The National Education Association believes the American tradition of 
separation of church and state should be vigorously and zealously safeguarded. 
The Association respects the right of groups, including religious denominations, 
to maintain their own schools so long as such schools meet the educational, 
health and safety standards defined by the states in which they are located.

The Association believes that these schools should be financed entirely 
by their supporters. The Association therefore opposes all efforts to devote 
public funds to either the direct or the indirect support of these schools".

This action is most significant in view of the fact that the NEA has 1*50,000 active 
members with an affiliated body of 900,000, and is recognized as the most powerful body 
of teachers in the country.

The 
Willard E

action is expected to bring the national headquarters office, with Secretary 
. Givens, into an altered attitude toward Federal aid to education bills.
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Heretofore the Washington office has supported Senate bills, such as those offered by 
Taft and Thomae, which endorsed free bus transportation to parochial schools in states 
which permitted such. The supporters of complete separation of church and state great
ly rejoice 5* the decisive vote of the huge governing body on the resolution adopted in 
St. Louie.

* » «

CHURCHES STUDY OF CHURCH-STATE RELATIONS

The program of the Baptist Training Unions for July l6 was on the subject of church
state relations. Evidently the large membership welcomed the topic, because orders for 
literature on the subject reaching this office taxed our utmost capacity to supply the 
demand. Hundreds of copies of our monthly newsletter, REPORT FROM THE CAPITAL, Dr. Binns 
booklet on Religious Liberty, and the booklet issued by The Leader, entitled Separation 
of Church and State, together with many other pieces of printed information, including 
not a few copies of Dr. Dawson's book, Separate Church and State Now, were sent upon 
request.

* * *

AMERICAN UNIVERSITY WILL STUDY QUESTION

In presenting a scholarship check to President Paul Douglass, American University, 
Washington, D. C., on a recent occasion, Dr. Joseph M. Dawson, Recording Secretary of 
POAU, said:

"In the beginning of our Nation, church and state relatione constituted 
a major question. As a consequence the United States was launched with a new 
system — separation of church and state. There has never been a day in our 
history when this principle was not regarded important to our democracy -- 
the bulwark of religious liberty in a land where religious freedom is a pri
mary consideration. As of this date church-state relations remains one of 
the chief subjects of public Interest, particularly to students. In the hope 
of making cle_r and distinct this American principle, Protestants and Other 
Americans United for Separation of Church and State, which is essentially an 
educational organization, in keeping with its educational policy, presents 
this check of one hundred dollars to The American University in the hope of 
stimulating study of the question among your students."

* * *

NOW IS THE ACCEPTED TIME TO END AN ENVOY TO THE POPE

(The Washington Religious Review, a weekly newsletter of first importance, is author
ity for the report that Myron C. Taylor, formerly personal representative of the Presi
dent to the Vatican, has been given a desk and two secretaries at the White House to 
form a liaison with the Roman Catholics. This is being interpreted to mean that the 
Poman Catholic laity have been incited by the hierarchy and priests to threaten the Ad
ministration with revolt unless the President consents to reappoint some one from the 
Government to represent it at the Vatican. The Catholic protest is particularly strong 
in the large cities which are Catholic-controlled, (and usually Democratic) such as New 
York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Pittsburgh, Detroit, Cleveland, Chicago, St. Louis 
and San Francisco. This article is offered as the composite expression of a number with 
“horn the Executive Director has conferred.)

Our last two Presidents have made the same mistake in dealing with the Vatican that 
they made in dealing with the Russians in World War II.
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Concessions made to the Russians, now Been to have been unwise, were on the a ■ amp- 
tion that the Russians had to be paid to keep them in the war; whereas, it is clear they 
would have remained in the war without such concessions, since their existence was at 
stake and under no circumstances could they drop out. We are paying bitterly for those 
mistakes.

An envoy to the Pope, recognizing his claims to temporal power, has been defended 
on the ground that his aid in opposing Communism must be compensated even at the expense 
of violating our constitutional separation of church and state policy; whereas, the 
Papacy would exert itself to the maximum against Communism without any such concession 
on our part because the church's temporal power's existence is at stake and it would re
sist on regardless of our course.

We indeed want to uphold the Christian Way of Life, but that does not mean commit
ting our nation to defense of the temporal claims of the Papacy. We do not maintain 
troops in Europe or elsewhere and spend billions for any such purpose —» or should not 
do so. Traditionally the United States has stood for the opposite.

Today the chief fight on religion in Europe by Communists is against the Roman , 
Catholic Church because of its temporal activities. Protestant and other religions not7 
so operating also are attacked, but would have better chance of survival if the temporal 
activities of the Roman church were not so provocative. ____ /

Religious Imperialism is doomed in any event. Religious internationalism minus 
temporal power will survive.

We will find out later that the concessions made to temporal power Will remain to 
plague us as have the concessions made to the Russians.

Our Presidents have not perceived that recognition of the Vatican as a temporal 
power in Europe involves recognizing its temporal claims here in the United States. 
The battle to halt Catholic encroachments on our educational system is only one phase. 
In all other directions,‘political and economic and social, Catholic temporal claims are 
being pushed here.

The Catholic policy was many centuries old when our Constitution was adopted, and 
the First Amendment was added to avoid it. The writers of the Constitution knew how 
the Papal hand was in every dynastic struggle in Europe, in every war there, and in 
other ways caused temporal disturbances not related to pure religion and they wanted 
none of it. Nothing the Papacy can do against Communism warrants a reversal and sacri
fice of American principles such as recognition of the pernicious temporal power claim 
involves.

The most commonly heard defense of an envoy to the Pope is that hie information — 
espionage — system can give us valuable secrete. This is the moot hated part of tem
poral power exerted by a church. It also is the greatest weakness of a religion resort
ing to it. Communism has made its most vicious drive to stamp it out.

Yet here is the United States recognizing it and defending it I

It is not a one-way arrangement. What diplomatic, military and economic secrets 
are we giving to the Pope in return for similar secrets he has gathered?

The issue is somewhat academic since it is certain that the Vatican has the same 
espionage system in the United States that it has in Europe and elsewhere.



1

In all likelihood the Vatican knew of the atomic bomb before the Russians did, may 
have known the date of the Normandy invasion as soon as it was fixed, or had other top 
American secrets, whether or not gained from an envoy from the President or through its 
espionage system here. ■ \

Agitation by Protestants and others against an envoy is now being denounced by 
Romanists as disturbing national unity needed in the Korean crisis, or in the possibili
ty that the third World War already is under way.

But unity is being disturbed by this deviation from American ideals in continuing 
an envoy to the Pope. The Executive has as much obligation NOT to disturb national 
unity as do citizens.

If Protestants let the specious contention, that we must pay the Vatican to keep 
up its resistance to Communism by suspending the Constitution, go unrestrained now it 
will require infinitely more disturbance of unity later to restore the constitutional 
policy of separation of church and state.

The Vatican will, like the Russians, take full advantage of the crisis. They may 
be expected to install in the United States the temporal system now so fiercely attacked 
In Europe and elsewhere. The return of peace would see no lessening of that aim but 
intensification of it.

What then should Protestantism do now? This means what should the majority do now. 
Non-Catholics should take the wraps off the Issue and make it a public controversy now, 
unless the Executive quietly will let the envoy wither on the vine. He would find that 
the Vatican would give us every bit of information it has of use to us, so desperate is 
the Vatican's statue as a temporal power and so anxious is it to have the United States 
battling Communism. Romanists would do this without an envoy.

Political figures, regardless of party, will be found generally unwilling, especial
ly in an election year, to resist Catholic encroachments. But one might be found to 
introduce a resolution in Congress asking the President to state what he gets and what 
he gives in the envoy plan. Or a resolution specifying that no funds voted for use by 
the President shall be used in sending an envoy to any church. The idea that Protest
antism in America can be ignored and Catholicism must be appeased is an idea that must 
be shattered. If it is not, a minority will run our country. Whatever the channel 
chosen, NOW is the time to act.

* • * *

IMPORTANT BOOKS RECOMMENDED

CHURCH AND STATE IN THE UNITED STATES. By Anson Phelps Stokes, D.D., LL.D., in 3 
volumes, Harper & Brothers, i*9 East 33rd Street, New York 16, New York. 1950. 
Volume 1, 936p. vol imp II, 799p» Volume III, 10U2p. Price of set $25.

We regret that extended reviews, which we are furnishing other publications, can
not be reproduced here. It is to be hoped that every Baptist church library will con
tain this work. Certainly every college library should procure it, and if possible, 
every pastor. Baptists should welcome it for their part recognized and their position 
upheld. The author, noted historian and scholar — former secretary of Yale Univer
sity, and former Canon of Washington (D. C.) Cathedral — has performed a great and 
aistlnguishedyiervice to the cause of religious liberty, by hie monumental three- 
volume work.



This historical survey is a source book, and an interpretation of documenta 
events shewing the growth of religious freedom under the friendly constitutional 
ation of church and state, and the resulting influence of religion in all major i 
of national development; also a study of the status of churches including synagoi 
and other religious groups under federal and state constitutions, statutes and judic 
decisions; authoritative opinions of courts, church bodies, statesmen, religious les 
ere, and publicists on matters at issue; and a discussion of contemporary problems a 
adjustment.

A MEASURE OF FREEDOM. By Arnold Forster. Doubleday & Company, New York, $2.50.
* ''' ’■ i:!'

A remarkable research into Anti-Semitism. It is beet characterized by this fore
word: "No attempt was made to cover the entire field of prejudice. The study was 
limited to several areas of semi-Semitic manifestation and their relationship to civil 
rights. In surveying these areas the book does not dwell at length upon the problems 
of other minority groups; nor does it touch upon political activity except where 
politics has employed racial and religious bias."

THE AMERICAN TRADITION IN RELIGION AND EDUCATION. By F. Freeman Butts. The Beacon 
Press, Boston, $3-00.

The Beacon Press would be entitled to the gratitude of all Americans if it had 
put forth no other book than the best seller by Paul Blanshard, American Freedom and 
Catholic Power. It has, however, become the chief source- of needed books in support / 
of separation of church and state. This, Beacon's latest offering, is a must volum^, 
because it traces the origin and tradition of the true American position in raganr to 
education and religion. We commend it unreservedly. /

SEPARATION OF RELIGION AND GOVERNMENT. By Frank Swancara. Truth Seekeii Company,
New York, $2.50. j

Since the publication of Dr. J. M. Dawson's book, SEPARATE CHURCH AND STATE NOW, 
which was something of a pioneer volume on the subject, many books dealing with the 
question pro and con have appeared. No recent book is more clearly written or better 
documented than this one by an eminent lawyer of Denver, Colorado. In addition to 
his own convincing chapters, the author has included a number of invaluable appendices.

HOW MASTER SECULARISM?

Can we prescribe a course for the mastery of secularism? The Executive Director 
chose this question for his serman before the class of 1950 at the Southern Baptist 
Theological Seminary, Louisville. The sermon in full is to be printed in the Seminary' 
quarterly magazine, The Review and Expositor. Abbreviated copies of the sermon have 
already appeared in a number of periodicals and will be printed in the Christian 
Century Pulpit. Protestants and Other Americans United For Separation of Church and 

haS ordered 10,000 copies of a reprint of the sermon for distribution. This 
office can honor requests for copies, upon payment of postage, after August 1.

PUBLISHER'S OFFER

mu ld 1xC°^1!8i autograPhed, of Joseph M. Dawson’s book, SEPARATE CHURCH AND
NOW, may be had from this office at the regular price, $2,50. The publisher is 

ering churches which order five or more copies a Ao per cent discount.
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PARTIAL OR COMPLETE SEPARATION Of CHURCH AND STATE?

At the Baptist World. Congress, held In Cleveland in July, a woman approached the 
Executive Director and said, "Oh, I have read your book Separate Church and State Now 
and Then!" "Perhaps you mean Separate Church and State Now*1, suggested the Executive 
Director. "Really in the minds of some another addition should be made to have the 
title read Separate Church and State Now and Then, Here and There."

It is much to be lamented that so many throughout the world remain confused in 
regard to separation of church and state. The principle was first enunciated by Jesus, 
when he said, "Render to Caesar the things that are Caesar's and to God the things that 
are God's" (Mark 13:17). As Anson Phelps Stokes writes in his great work, Church and 
State in the United States (3 vols., Harper), "That saying laid the foundation on which 
the theory of the separation of Church and State was to be developed in the course of 
the centuries." When Constantine in 313 recognized Christianity as an "allowed reli
gion" and Theodosius in 380 made Christianity the religion of the Roman Dnpire the 
principle was outraged.

The term "separation of church and state" was first used by Thomas Jefferson in 
hie letter to the Denbury Baptiste in 1802. Of course, Thomas Helwys in England and 
Roger Williams in New England, Baptist founders, had ardently advocated the principle 
long before under slightly different phraseology.

As Stokes correctly says:

"Th1 a phraae, now so well known in constitutional discussion, does not 
actually appear in the Constitution of the United States, or in that of any 
of the states except Utah, but the idea for which it stands is found both in 
the constitutional provisions against religious tests, and in the words of 
the First Amendment, which states that 'Congress shall make no law respect
ing an establishment of religion....' These forbid a Church established by 
law, and thereby require the separation of Church and State. They do not 
prevent such informal types of co-operation between the two powers as are 
within the law in the interest of the public, but there can be no inter
locking of institutional functions."

Further Stokes remarks:
"It is this separation, through constitutional enactment, statute, and 

public opinion, between Church and State that has, in the opinion of most 
thoughtful American publicists, become the cornerstone of our religious 
freedom in the United States. Sometimes a foreign scholar or observer is 
able to see things of this character with unusual clarity and to express 
them with fresh suggestiveness. So let us quote the opinion of one of the 
most em1nent. modern European writers on religious liberty — Professor 
Francesco Ruffini (1863-193**):


