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During the debate In the Senate on Federal aid 
to education earlier this year an amendment was pro
posed to extend government loans to parochial sclxiols 
on the ground that such would be "aid” to these in
stitutions. This was a different approach to the 
loan principle which bad been applied to college 
housing and similar projects. Hare was an example 
of making loans available as a definite government 
aid to private, religious education. Since then it 
has been proposed in Congress that give rimant loans 
be made available for the total building and equip
ment program of colleges. Heretofore such has been 
restricted to self-liquidating housing projects.

This new approach to the loan principle on Cap
itol Hill has demanded that the denominations that 
previously have been favorable to government loans 
take a new look at the subject to see if there is a 
violation of religious liberty and separation of 
church and state. The Baptist Joint Cocnlttee on 
Public Affairs has taken note of this problem and is 
calling on Its constituency to follow through on such 
a study. The following cnsmii ml cation was sent to 
Baptist Conventions, agencies and institutions and is 
here printed to indicate what is involved in the 
problem.

The Churches and government Credit

"We re cosine nd to the several Baptist conventions 
and their agencies and institutions that they explore 
all the Implications involved in the acceptance of 
loans from the government.”

Such is the phraseology of a motion passed by 
the Baptist Joint Cousnittee on Public Affairs at its 
recent spring meeting. The realisation of the full 
importance of this motion will call for a deliberate 
analysis of principles and policies in a number of 
situations.

The Search for Principle

Church-state policies in the United States dur
ing recent years have been made progressively by mov
ing from one crisis to another, setting important 
precedents in each step. Thl« has been a normal re
sult of a national climate of crises in which the
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courts can hardly be expected to hold back the na
tional alnd.

The extension of govemsent insured loans for 
the erection of college dormitories and faculty hous
ing was based on the Federal Bousing Administration 
principle of reducing interest by reducing the risk 
Involved. Previously applied to private housing, 
this principle was next applied to colleges, public 
and private, then to hospitals, and has been serious
ly considered in Congress for building classrooms and 
other facilities for church schools at all levels of 
education. In this form it is now advocated as a 
form of government "aid."

Many church leaders have become concerned lest 
churches and their institutions move by expedience 
into practices which compromise the free conscience 
of the taxpayer or the freedom of the churches.

The Search for Consistency

Some religious fellowships think of their denom
ination as "the Church,” and accordingly include all 
of the Institutions in that concept. As Baptists we 
have had a variety of emphases, and have often been 
unclear whether the hospitals and the schools are re
ally "church."

When we seek to apply our insights regarding 
separation of church and state it becomes necessary 
to clarify both the meaning of "separation" and of 
"church," so as to decide what relationships are ac
ceptable for which institutions. For instance, when 
legislation was attempted (Morse amendment) in favor 
of loans to elementary ajod secondary parochial 
schools several church bodies felt compelled to op
pose that proposal even though they were perplexed a- 
bout the precedents of their own Institutions In 
higher education.

The difficulty of finding clear principles is 
further complicated by the fact that schools and hos
pitals In the United States may hold a different re
lationship to the proclamation of the gospel from 
what schools and hospitals do, for instance, on for
eign mission fields. It might be possible for denom- 
inatlonally owned and operated institutions in the 
United States to be more directly related to American
educational and welfare objectives than they are to 
the distlnctives of Christian faith and life.
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The Search for Concensus
*

The Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs 
has neither the inclination nor the authority to wake 
policy for any Baptist body or institution, and the 
Joint Committee has not Issued any official position 
or any condemnation of institutional practices in the 
natter of government loans. Basic to Baptist polity 
is consensus. This requires deliberation, prayer, 
study, consultation, conference, and all the other 
devices which the Holy Spirit honors for the guid
ance of his children and his churches, nils is a 
price we pay for our democracy, but the problems are 
worth the price.

In the last analysis we must find answers which 
to us are "Christian answers,” and are not merely 
American legal precedent nor even social expedience. 
Our conmltment to freedom is a matter of "right" 
which is rooted in God's plans and purposes. This 
has been the strength of our movement.

In our office 1b a request from one of our Bap
tist seminary presidents for counsel and assistance 
on this very question. Also there is a request from 
a Lutheran leader asking for materials and ideas as 
they move into a study of government loans. We can 
expect that as churches and institutions move toward 
clarity on this problem of conscience Baptists will 
seek consensus among the several fellowships, in the 
various states, and in the numerous different kinds 
of institutions. a

A LOOK AT THE RELIGIOUS ISSUE 
IK THE CURREltT HSSIDCTTJAL CAMPAIGN

Someone has said that you are not really con
fused unless you have all the facts. This seems to 
be true in regard to the "religious issue" involved 
in a Catholic candidate for the Presidency. The more 

*a person hears about this problem the more complex it 
becomes.

Another person said, "Don't tell me any more un
til after the election. I don't want to be confused 
by the facts. I would rather vote my prejudices."

Whether we like it or not religion is an issue 
in the current presidential campaign. Regardless of 
hqw’lt got there the religious issue is being dis
cussed far and wide. In too many Instances more heat 
than light Is being generated. The nature of the 
problem and the gravity of the situation demands that 
we take a calm and objective look at what is in
volved.

Wide Range of Opinion

Words like "bigot" and "hypocrite" are frequent
ly used as vague terms of abuse. Hie dictionary says 
a bigot is "one who is obstinately or intolerantly 
devoted to his own church, party, belief or opinion." 
Hypocrisy Is the "act or practice of feigning to be 
what one is not, or to feel vhat one does not feel." 
As such these words do have meaning for both politi
cal and religious leaders.

)
There are those who are so blinded by their 

partisan interests, fears, prejudices and precon
ceived notions that it is impossible fbr them to dis

cuss objectively proper attitudes toward a candidate 
of ths opposite party or of another religious faith. 
They believe every rumor, are gullible to every anti
Catholic tale, and suffer a mental block whenever the 
word "Catholic" is mentioned. They refuse to take a 
calm and collected look at the real Issues.

At the other extreme is the political opportun
ist who declares that a person's religion is irrele
vant to his public life and who debunks all those who 
want to face up to the problem of a Renan Catholic 
office bolder. At the same tine he Is working the 
religious issue for all it Is worth and is figuring 
how and where he can get the votes of certain reli
gious blocs.

In between are those who want the truth but ere 
hardly able to decide which of the two extremes above 
to follow. There are those who want to weigh each 
candidate according to his own merits without regard 
to his religious heritage. There are those who say 
they place intellectual, political or administrative 
fitness for office above all other considerations. 
Others Insist that they have a right to take a candi
date's religion into consideration In deciding fbr 
whom they shall vote. All agree that Integrity Is 
essential for any public office holder.

Viewpoints of the Politicians

Even among the candidates for the Presidency 
there Is a wide variety of viewpoints expressed on 
the religious issue, and, strange to Protestant ears, 
it is the Roman Catholic candidate who bolds to the 
most acceptable position.

Adlal Stevenson, a Unitarian and a Presbyterian, 
flippantly remarks that It does not make any differ
ence where a person prays and that a person's reli
gion is "irrelevant" to public policy. The place 
where a person prays is not the religious issue and 
If a person's religion is not relevant to his public 
life as well as his private life his religion Is not 
worth much. We would be the last to say that a per
son's religion or lack of religion Is irrelevant to 
public policy.

Hubert Humphrey, a Congregational!st, pleads 
that the religious issue not be discussed because It 
will divide the country. This Is a strange attitude 
for a politician to take. Any "Issue" has the possi
bility of dividing the country if it is a real issue 
and if it is adequately and competently discussed. 
In a democracy every issue should be discussed openly 
and widely until the public can make an intelligent 
choice.

Vice President Mxon, a Quaker, has said that It 
is bard for him to see that religion could be an 
issue in a political campaign, unless a candidate has 
no religion. This Implies denial of one of the basle 
principles Imbedded in the American constitution that 
says "no religious test shall ever be required as a 
qualification to any Office or public trust under the 
United States." It also implies Irrelevance of spe
cific religious convictions.

John F. Kennedy, a Roman Catholic, has been 
forthright in answering religious questions and in 
facing the religious Issue. He says that there are 
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legitimate questions of public policy of concent to 
religious group* which no one should feel bigoted a- 
bout raising, and which he does not object to an
swering. Specifically he mentioned federal assist
ance to parochial schools, an ambassador to the 
Vatican, birth control, censorship, divorce and re
lations with Spain.

Mr. Kennedy himself has stated the religious 
issue as clearly as anyone else. Re says: "There Is 
only one legitimate question underlying all the rest: 
Would you, as President of the United States, be re
sponsive in any way to ecclesiastical pressures or 
obli^tions of any kind that might in any fashion in
fluence or interfere with your conduct of that office 
in the national Interest?" He also correctly insists 
that be should not be the only candidate to be asked 
questions about the relation of hie religion to pub
lic policy. He insists that all candidates should 
answer such questions.

Why Is There a Religious Issue?

In view of the fact that Mr. Kennedy has repeat
edly asserted his devotion to the principle of sepa
ration of church and state, his opposition to an Am
bassador to the Vatican, his objection to Federal aid 
to parochial schools, his declaration that no one in 
the Roman Catholic Church speaks for him, why is the 
religious issue continued in connection with his can
didacy for the Presidency?

There are probably three most significant an
swers to this question: (1) the nature of the Catho
lic fhith; (2) certain activities on the part of Mr. 
Kennedy himself; and (3) the political maneuvering 
of all the politicians.

The Mature of the Catholic Fhlth

First, the Roman Catholic Church J.B hierarchical 
in structure, authoritarian in nature, and lays down 
rules and regulations for its people in a manner un
known to the Protestant and Jewish faiths.

The rules of the Catholic church apply to a 
Catholic in public life. When exceptions to the 
rules may be desirable, the Catholic public official 
must secure the permission of his Bishop before he 
can have ecclesiastical approval. This is hardly a 
position for a President of the United States to be 
in, especially in view of the fact that his supreme 
authority is the people of the nation.

According to articles in Catholic publications 
the one distinguishing mark of a Roman Catholic is 
his devotion to the Pope as Christ's representative 
on earth. This creates a special problem when it is 
understood that the Pope claims temporal as well as 
spiritual authority over all of his subjects.

Of course, there are rebellious subjects, sub
jects of the Pope who refuse to bow to his every 
dictate. It cannot be said that the Rope exercises 
control over every Roman Catholic. But it can be 
said that if a person is a true Catholic and if he 
Practices his religion consistently all the way, he 
must be subject to the final authority of the Pope. 
This of course, puts an American Catholic in a 

di learn. likewise, it puts th* American voter in a 
dileSS*.

Inconsistency Between Word and Deed

Second, a comparison of the actions and pro
nouncements of the Catholic candidate reveals that he 
is not altogether consistent. Mr. Kennedy vehemently 
proclaims, "I do not speak for the Catholic church on 
issues of public policy — and no one in that church 
speaks for me." His vote a^lnst Federal aid to pa
rochial schools and hia opposition to an Aatessador 
to the Vatican seem to support his position.

However, he admitted before the Iktional Press 
Club that the report by Dr. Daniel A. Boling of the 
Christian Herald was true, although he eaid the in
terpretation of the event was wrong. Kennedy had 
been invited in 1950 to participate in the celebra
tion of the successful fund raising campaign for the 
Chapel of the Fbur Chaplains. He had accepted, but 
later due to the interference of hie ecclesiastical 
superiors he declined on the ground that as a Catho
lic he could not participate.

A^iln, at the annual meeting of the American 
Society of Newspaper Editors he accused the press of 
being the active agent in the intensity of the "reli
gious issue" in the current campaign and he debunked 
the idea of religious voting blocs.

Indications are that the Kennedy campaign forces 
are making capital of the religious issue for the 
benefit of their candidate, and Kennedy himself 
sought in 1956 to make political hay out of the fact 
that he is a Roman Catholic.

It is reliably reported by more than one news
paper columnist that at the 1956 Democratic Conven
tion his staff prepared and circulated with his con
sent a 3,000 word memorandum which purported to show 
not only that there was a "Catholic vote," but where 
it was located, how it could be organised and why it 
would be decisive in winning the election for the 
Democratic party.

This was written under the direction of Ted 
Sorensen, who was and still is Senator Kennedy's 
chief executive officer, and circulated by his 
friend, John Bailey, Connecticut Democratic State 
Chairman. The memorandum showed how strongly the 
Catholic candidates had run in Catholic districts and 
concluded:

"The above indicates that a Catholic Vice-Presi
dential candidate could...begin a new era of Demo
cratic victories....If he brought into the Democratic 
fold only those normally Democratic Catholics who 
voted for Ike (in 1952), he would probably swing Nev 
York, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, I>nn- 
sylvania and Illinois - for 132 electoral votes.

"If he also wins the votes of Catholics who 
shifted to the Republicans in I9U8 or earlier, he 
could also swing New Jersey, Minnesota, Michigan, 
California, V/1 scons in, Ohio, dryland, Montana and 
maybe even New Hampshire - for a total of 265 elec
toral votes (needed to win: 266). Thus Ike could 
and would be defeated."
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It is hard to understand how a person who has 
attempted such use of his Catholic connections could 
hurl charges of bigotry, or accuse'the press, or deny 
the existence of Catholic bloc voting, or debunk the 
religious issue in the campaign.

r
Rjliticians Play the Game

A third answer to the question as to why the 
religious issue is so Intense in the current cam
paign is the political maneuvering of all of the 
politicians. While they publicly denounce the reli
gious issue and glibly slide over the real issue in
volved and seek to be generous and liberal on this 
question, they are at the same time working day* and 
night trying to figure how they can capture the Cath
olic vote and at the same time not alienate the Prot
estant vote, if there is such. In any event all of 
then count the number of votes involved on either 
side of the fence and they will willingly sacrifice 
the lesser of the two, if they think they can win the 
other. At the same time they play the religious 
issue to their advantage and to their opponent's 
disadvantage whenever and wherever they can.

Basic Fbcts To Remember

As a voter considers the implications of the 
religious issue in American politics there are 
certain basic facts that should be taken into con
sideration.

1. The constitutional guarantee against reli
gious tests for public office is a valid principle 
and all persons should insist on its application.

2. A person's religion is relevant to many pub
lic issues and it is therefore s valid point of con
sideration on the part of the voters. I^rtlnent 
questions should be asked of all candidates rather 
than selecting only one faith to examine.

• 3. Political expediency may determine the course
of action not only of a Catholic politician but also 
of a Protestant. A Catholic responsible to a Prot
estant balance of power may ignore the principles of 
his faith and follow established American public pol
icy. Likewise a Protestant elected by a Catholic 
balance of power may abandon some of his traditional 
viewpoint in order to please his Catholic constit
uency.

The voter faces a difficult task in ferreting 
out facts from prejudices in these natters, but he 
has a responsibility to do so.

Mr Campaign Practices

The Mr Campaign Practices Coemittee has been 
deeply concerned for more than a year with the 
dangers involved in the injection of religious Issues 
into the i960 campaign. With the cooperation and 
co-sponsorship of the Itational Conference of Chris
tians and Jews it recently brought together a dis
tinguished group of religious leaders of all faiths 
for a two day discussion on a full, frank and friend
ly basis.

On the basis of this discussion the Comnlttee 
feels that it can lay down some simple principles 
which it hopes will cossnend themselves to American 
voters.

1. It is proper and deslreable that every pub
lic official should attempt to govern his conduct by 
a personal conscience Informed by his religious 
faith.

2. No candidate for public office should be op
posed or supported because of his particular reli
gious affiliation. A campaign for a public office is 
not an opportunity to vote for one religion against 
another.

3. A candidate should be judged by hie qualifi
cations for the office he seeks, and by his position 
on issues relevant to that office. He may properly 
be questioned about such issues and about the bear
ing of his religious fhith and conscience on them. 
A candidate's religion is relevant to a voter's de
cision, but only so far as it bears on such relevant 
political issues.

U. Stirring up, fostering, or tolerating 
religious animosity, or Injecting elements of a 
candidate's faith not relevant to the duties of 
the office he seeks are unfair campaign prac
tices.

5. Intelligent, honest, and temperate public 
discussion of the relation of religious faith to the 
public issues will, as it has already done, raise the 
whole level of the campaign.
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