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How Much Religious Litigation Do We Want?
By C. Emanuel Carlson, Executive Director 
Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs

(This is the first of a series of three ar
ticles by the executive director of the Bap
tist Joint Committee on Public Affairs. C. 
Emanuel Carlson, in these articles, seeks to 
interpret some of the problems involved in 
the current national discussion of religion 
in public schools and movements to legislate 
and litigate on religious matters.)

"The age of religious lawsuits” 
could be a future historian’s chapter 
heading for much modern religious 
news. More specifically, another 
heading could read, “Creeds in con
flict in the public schools.”

The modern wave of litigation be
gan in the late 1940’s and seems to be 
gaining momentum rather than 
reaching a conclusion. This is prob
ably inherent in the nature of the 
process. At present no informed 
crystal-gazer would venture to de
scribe the stopping point.

Last June the I'. S. Supreme Court 
ruled that state boards of education, 
being agencies of government, do not 
have the right to formulate prayers 
and either promote or require them 
in the public schools. With this de
cision most Baptists could agree be
cause our movement has long protest
ed government roles in trying to 
shape the religious faith and practice 
of the citizens. This decision may 
have caused many Americans to re- 
chet their confidence in religious 
freedom and to take stock again of 
our American principles.

Unanswered Questions
> nee the New York Board did 

wh. t it did, the Supreme Court had 

no choice but to do what it did. How
ever, taken as a whole the episode 
opened more questions than it set
tled.

Granted that boards of education 
are beyond their powers in prescrib
ing or formulating prayers, what 
then is the status of the “Lord’s 
Prayer”? May this prayer be legal
ly prescribed as the prayer to be 
used?

What about school principals or 
teachars, may they formulate prayers 
for their classes? Or, may teachers 
select pupils who bring some particu
lar prayer formula from home to lead 
the classes in prayer? If silence is im
posed to gain an attitude of prayer, 
perhaps this too is “an establishment 
of religion"? So the litigating proc
ess can go on to finer and finer points 
of procedure.

The same principle applies to the 
defining of the uses of the Bible 
which are appropriate in the public 
schools. To be sure, the Bible is lit
erature and belongs in the literature 
courses and on the library shelves. 
But for Christians it is more than 
literature, and is used for spiritual 
guidance and for the uplift or in
spiration. The line which divides the 
religious uses of the Bible from the 
historical or literary uses is a fine 
one, sometimes hinging on no more 
than the inflection of the voice.

The Supreme Court has three cases 
before it dealing with these matters. 
Some decision is unavoidable, even 
though that decision will raise a 

whole crop of new questions which 
will require more precise litigation.

More Lawsuits Ahead
The next issue which merits con

sideration soon is how far can this 
process go before we have restraint 
on “the free exercise” of religion. 
This guarantee is also in the First 
Amendment. Following immediately 
upon the statement that there shall 
be no actions respecting “an estab
lishment of religion,” it adds “or 
prohibiting the free exercise there
of.”

The right to exercise one’s religion 
must apply even on public property 
such as schools and school grounds. 
As Baptists we have insisted on the 
right to preach even on streets and 
in public parks. What, then, may we 
do with reference to starting the 
day's work or starting our lunch at 
school? Will we tolerate restraint on 
the practices which we want?

I can easily detect the impropriety 
of some of the Roman Catholic ideas 
and manners of religious expression. 
Beads, crossings, robes, etc., leave me 
cold as religious symbols, but for 
some they are the essence of reality. 
Baptists have no doubt played their 
full share in asking the courts to 
guard against religious impositions 
of this kind.

Now our Jewish neighbors are ask
ing the same courts to apply re
straints on some of our practices, 
such as a creche at Christmas, a 

(See, LAWSUITS. Page 3)
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THE RELIGIOUS LIBERTY CONFER
ENCE on “Church-State Relations in High
er Education” was divided into four sec
tions with three discussion groups in each 
section. Each group broadly represented 
Baptists from many parts of the nation and 
from the,various Baptist denominations.

Table eight (above) is typical of the oth
ers. Working at this table were Henry B. 
Stokes, Tryon, N. C.; R. Perry Bartlett, 
Akron, O.; Wilfred T. Packer, Philippi, W 
Va.; Miss Alice Louise Ryan, Trenton, 
N. j.; Homer L. Trickett, Providence, R. I.; 
Frank H. Woyke, Forest Park, Ill.; Robert 
L. Crady, Dayton, O.; E. Herman West
moreland, Houston, Tex.; and Elizabeth J. 
Miller, Valley Forge, Pa.

Each group was asked to discuss what 
kinds of church-relatedness makes an in
stitution a bona fide part of a church pro
gram, and whether or not colleges should 
be extraneous to the church program.

Likewise, each group was asked to dis
cuss four forms of public assistance to 
church-related colleges—(1) tax exemption, 
(2) rron-subsidized loans, (3) government 
contracts for public services in research or

Baptist Leaders Discuss Higher Education
Church-related colleges face a new 

situation in America, thus giving rise 
to serious church-state problems, ac
cording tp C. Emanuel Carlson, ex
ecutive director of the Baptist Joint 
Committee on Public Affairs.

Carlson’s remarks followed a na
tional consultation of 158 Baptist 
leaders on the church-state problems 
in higher education. These educa
tors, pastors, denominational execu
tives, editors and laymen spent 
three days talking about govern
mental participation in providing 
capital needs of the colleges, student 
aid programs, curriculum- develop
ment, and church support for profes
sional education and research.

The new situation facing church 
colleges, according to Carlson, has 
arisen from expanding governmental 

for improvement in instruction, and (4) 
grants of land or of public funds for con
struction purposes.

The different sections then took up spe
cific aspects of various church-state prob
lems. Section I focused on problems in 
the area of capital needs, and discussed 
such items as public aid for buildings, lab
oratory equipment, books, various types of 
government loans, and State Planning Com
missions. Section II talked about various 
programs and problems involved in gov
ernment aids to students. These include 
dormitories, fellowships to graduate stu
dents, student loan funds, total educational 
opportunity for all students, and manpower 
development for the nation.

The problem for Section III was curricu
lum development. To what extent will 
government aids influence college pro
grams? How should church colleges gear 
into the “national defense” and “officer 
training programs?” And other related 
questions. Section IV gave attention to re
search and professional education in church 
colleges. A wide variety of problems were 
listed under this category.

and national needs for scientists, en
gineers, technicians and other highly 
trained personnel. Traditionally, 
Carlson said, the church colleges 
have largely worked within the 
framework of the purposes of their 
sponsoring denominations. Now the 
national needs are added to the ob
jectives of the churches.

The consultation was not a policy 
making meeting and it tooi no posi
tions on any of the problems dis
cussed. The reports of the discus
sions were recorded and transmitted 
to the Baptist Joint Committee on 
Public Affairs. The group was 
unanimous in requesting the Joint 
Committee to continue its studies in 
the church-state problems in higher 
education.

“The reaction that stands out in

Appeal Asks Removal Of 
Public School Religion

A comprehensive appeal to remove 
many religious practices from public 
schools has been filed with the United 
States Supreme Court.

Specifically, the Appeal asks the 
Supreme Court to prohibit the fol
lowing:

1. The regular reading of verses 
from the Holy Bible in assemblies 
and classrooms;

2. The regular recitation of the 
Lord’s Prayer and other religious 
and sectarian prayers;

3. The conducting of religious and 
sectarian baccalaureate programs;

4. The conducting of a religious 
census among the children to ascer
tain their own religious affiliations 
and the religious affiliation of their 
parents; and

5. The conducting of religious 
tests as a qualification for the em
ployment of teachers.

The case was filed by Leo Pfeffer 
against the Dade County Board of 
Public Instruction, Dade County, 
Florida, on behalf of Howard Cham
berlin, an agnostic, Edward Renick 
and Philip Stern, both Jews, and 
Mrs. Elsie Thorner, a Unitarian.

Pfeffer is chief counsel of the 
American Jewish Congress. The 
American Civil Liberties Union has 
joined the effort and will furnish 
counsel and financial assistance.

This is the third case involving 
(See, SCHOOL RELIGION, Page 7>

my mind," Carlson said, “is that 
there is wide concern for our historic 
principles of a free church, including 
the freedom to operate institutions 
for its own purposes and with its 
own funds.”

This was the sixth annual confer
ence sponsored by the Baptist Joint 
Committee on Public Affairs. Oth
ers have dealt with church-state 
problems in American tax policies, 
religion in education and the relation 
of the churches to public schools, and 
church-state problems in meeting hu
man need.

The conference next year will be 
on the church-state problems in mass 
communications. This will involve 
censorship, distribution of time on 
radio and television, possibly postal 
rates for church publications and 
similar problems.
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Foreign Aid Programs 
Continue Without Policy

The policy of the Agency for Inter
national Development (AID) in 
working with and through church- 
related agencies remains unclear.

On July 16 the officials of the 
Agency for International Develop
ment (AID) formulated Policy De
termination No. 10 as a guide for its 
departments and to provide uniform 
answers to inquiries about ways the 
U. S. government dispensed its for
eign aid program through church 
agencies, both in the United States 
and in other countries.

Although the voluntary agencies 
had received copies of Policy Deter
mination No. 10 the general public 
was not aware of it until the story 
was broken by United Press Inter
national on August 15. Immediately 
there arose sharp protests through
out the nation from a variety of re
ligious groups.

On August 21 the new policy state
ment was withdrawn by AID Admin
istrator, Fowler Hamilton.

At the time of the discussions it 
was explained that the policy deter
mination did not begin any new prac
tices in the foreign aid programs, 
but that it was an effort to pull to
gether in a formal statement the 
ways these programs had been ad
ministered during the past 10 or 
more years. Since then Mr. Hamil
ton has explained that the with
drawal of the statement does not 
change the actual policy of adminis
tering foreign aid programs through 
church agencies.

Many persons thought that the 
withdrawal of the statement meant 
a change of policy by AID but Mr. 
Hamilton’s explanations indicate that 
this is not so. The factor that is 
lacking at the present is a clear 
statement of what the policy actually 
is.

The grapevine has it that immedi
ately after the protests, largely by 
Protestant groups, five staff members 
were assigned to make a study of all 
the foreign aid projects that have 
beer channeled through church agen
cies Unconfirmed reports say that 
the results of this study have been 
plac d on President Kennedy’s desk 
and that the majority of the projects 
ha\' been through Protestant agen
cies No information has been re

Baptist Leaders Preach On Religious Liberty
Six internationally known Baptist 

leaders will participate in the Re
ligious Liberty Preaching Week at 
the National Baptist Memorial 
Church here March 24-31, 1963, ac
cording to Lee Shane, pastor.

Shane said that the present gen
eration of Baptists has forgotten the 
unique ministry of religious liberty 
to which the National church was 
dedicated by the American and 
Southern Baptist Conventions. “This 
special preaching week will be an ef
fort to alert Baptists of America to 
this joint witness that our forefa
thers projected in this important cen- 
ter of government," he continued.

LAWSUITS
(Continued from page 1) 

play at Easter, a baccalaureate serv
ice, and the visiting evangelist.

Lawsuits aplenty seem to be ahead, 
with each case pressing for a uni
form answer for all schools in all 
communities. And each decision calls 
for a dozen more!

Courts or Public Relations?
The protection of the rights of peo

ple, even when those people are a 
small minority of the population, is 
essential to freedom and democracy. 
The unfortunate thing is that our 
considerations and our skills are so 
lacking as to throw the untangling 
of these relations upon the courts. 
Teachers, principals and local boards 
are in better positions to handle them 
with sensitivity.

Where we are a part of a majority 
group we can extend ourselves in be
half of the minority and express a 
Christian witness in the process. 
When the minority claim their equal 
rights we can give them our bless
ings. too. Where we are a minority 
we can exercise patience and mag
nanimity while we in turn defend the 
rights which are properly ours.

How much litigation of religious 
issues do we really want?_________
leased about this study or its find
ings.

In the meantime it is surmised 
that AID is administering programs 
through church agencies according to 
the principles indicated in the Policy 
Determination No. 10 but without 
officially saying so.

Josef Nordenhaug, general secre
tary of the Baptist World Alliance, 
and former president of the Baptist 
seminary in Zurich, Switzerland will 
preach on “Religious Liberty and 
Christian Vocation.”

Another speaker will be Herschel 
H. Hobbs, pastor of the First Baptist 
Church, Oklahoma City and presi
dent of the Southern Baptist Con
vention. He will discuss “Religious 
Liberty and Prayer in the Life of the 
Nation.”

Other speakers will be Robert G. 
Torbet, dean of Central Baptist 
Seminary, Kansas City, Kansas, a 
prominent church historian; Edwin 
T. Dahlberg, retiring pastor of the 
Delmar Baptist Church, St. Louis, 
former president of the American 
Baptist Convention, the only Baptist 
to serve as president of the National 
Council of Churches;

C. Emanuel Carlson, executive di
rector of the Baptist Joint Commit
tee on Public Affairs, former dean of 
Bethel College, St. Paul, Minn.; and 
Theodore F. Adams, pastor of the 
First Baptist Church, Richmond, Va., 
a former president of the Baptist 
World Alliance.

It is hoped that the sermons will 
be published as a contribution to the 
religious liberty emphasis in the clos
ing year of the Baptist Jubilee Ad
vance.

The National Baptist Memorial 
Church was dedicated in 1933 when 
both the American and Southern 
Baptist Conventions met in Washing
ton. Each Convention had earlier 
contributed $175,000 to the church 
as a memorial to religious liberty in 
the Nation’s Capital.

In 1917 when the Southern Baptist 
Convention met in New Orleans and 
the American Baptist Convention 
met in Cleveland, Pastor Gove John
son of the Immanuel Baptist Church 
of Washington led both conventions 
to sponsor the religious liberty me
morial. The site was dedicated in 
1920 when the Southern Baptist Con
vention met in Washington.

The next year President Warren 
G. Harding broke the ground for the 
new building. The cornerstone was 
laid in 1922 by Charles Evans 
Hughes, who at the time was Secre
tary of State and later became Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court.
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Baptist Group Upholds 
School Prayer Decision

The Baptist Joint Committee on 
Public Affairs in semi-annual session 
voted concurrence with the Supreme 
Court decision in the New York Re
gents’ Prayer Case and opposed any 
alteration of the first amendment.

The Court’s decision to ban “of
ficial” governmental prayers in pub
lic schools has met with widespread 
opposition throughout the nation, 
and many proposals to change the 
first amendment to offset the Court’s 
action have been offered in Congress.

During the heat of the discussion 
following the Court’s decision June 

S:

29, the staff of the Baptist Joint 
Committee on Public Affairs took a
strong stand upholding the position 
of the Court.

In its first meeting since the prayer 
ruling the Baptist Joint Committee 
on Public Affairs commended the 
staff for the positions they took.

The statement approved by the 
Committee agreed with the Coujt 
that prayer “composed by govern
ment officials as a part of a govern
mental program to further religious 
beliefs” is and should be unconstitu
tional.
| The Court and the Committee 
fcaid that it is not the business of 
government to compose prayers for 
the people and that this “purely re
ligious function” should be left to the 
people themselves and to those the 
people choose to look to for religious 
guidance.

The Committee’s action said, “We
find that in the decision in the New 
York Regents’ Prayer Case the Court 
made no attempt to limit or restrict 
the prayer life of the people, but 
that the decision was a restraint on 
government from regulating such 
prayer life.”

In response to the current cries for 
a, change in the Constitution the 
Committee said, “It is our belief that 
the first amendment provides satis
factory safeguards for the religious 
liberty of our people and of our 
churches. Since it clearly states that 
there shall be no establishment of re
ligion and that the free exercise of 
religion shall not be prohibited, we 
believe that the first amendment 
should stand unaltered as it now ap
pears in the Bill of Rights.”
Page Foor

The Baptist Joint Committee on 
Public Affairs re-elected Bryan F. 
Archibald as chairman. He is pas
tor of the Chevy Chase Baptist 
Chifrch in the District of Columbia.

Other officers are Walter Pope 
Binns of Falls Church, Va., first vice- 
chairman; Frank H. Woyke of Chi
cago, second vice-chairman; and Foy 
Valentine, Nashville, secretary.

The Committee received a report 
from a group of 30 from Maryland, 
the District of Columbia and North
ern Virginia that studied the prob
lem of higher education in the Na
tional Capital area.

They referred the idea of a re
search and continuation center to the 
Baptist Joint Committee on Public
Affairs for further study. It will be 
discussed at the March meeting.

In another action the Committee 
received a paper on “A Baptist Ra
tionale on Prayer, Bible Reading and 
Other Religious Practices In Educa
tion.” It was voted that the execu
tive director give such publicity to 
this paper as may be advisable dur
ing the national discussion on these 
problems.

School Bible Reading 
Is Before High Court

The Supreme Court will have op
portunity to clarify its ruling in the 
New York prayer case during the 
present session of the court which 
began Oct. 1.

Two cases involving Bible reading 
and recitation of the Lord's Prayer 
are before the court.

In Pennsylvania, a federal court 
has ruled that the required reading 
of the Bible in public schools is un
constitutional.

On the other hand, in Maryland the 
high court ruled that Bible reading 
and recitation of the Lord's Prayer 
does not violate the Constitution.

Last June the Supreme Court 
ruled that the New York Regents’ 
Prayer was unconstitutional. The 
basis of the decision was that the 
prayer was an official prayer, written 
by a government agency, and used in 
a government program for religious 
purposes.

Since the New York prayer deci
sion, waves of objection, support and 
various interpretations have swept 
the nation. Some have said that the 

decision ruled out all prayers in pub. 
lie schools.

Others said the ruling outlawed 
only “official” prayers. Many groups 
have called for an amendment to the 
Constitution to clarify the court’s rul
ing.

The new cases, however, will afford 
the Supreme Court an opportunity to 
clarify its position. It is normal pro- 
cedure for the justices not to com
ment on court decisions after they 
have made them. Clarifications are 
usually made in other cases.

In this case Justice Tom C. Clark 
broke the precedent and in a speech 
in San Francisco said that criticism 
of the court’s ruling had been based 
on misunderstanding.

He said the court did not decide 
that there can be no official recogni
tion of a Divine Being or public ac
knowledgement that this is a re
ligious nation or that the motto, "In 
God We Trust.” cannot be used on 
coins.

All the court decided, Justice Clark 
said, was that the government can
not take part in the establishment of 
religion.

In the cases now before the court, 
a ruling might be forthcoming on the 
whole area of religious practices in 
public schools, or the ruling might be 
held to the narrow points of the 
specific cases involved.

Baptists Have Fought 
School Bible Readings

Baptists continue in their historic 
role as champions of religious liberty. 
This was seen in their response to 
the Supreme Court decision in the 
New York prayer case, and as they 
anticipate the approaching decision 
in the Maryland and Pennsylvania 
Bible Reading and Lord’s Prayer 
cases.

Widespread approval among Bap
tists has been expressed for the posi
tion of the Baptist Joint Committee 
on Public Affairs and the position it 
took in concurring with the Court’s 
decision overthrowing official prayers 
in government programs for the pro
motion of religion.

Even now, as the Nation await a 
ruling from the Supreme Court on 
the constitutionality of required 
Bible reading and recitation of 'he 
Lord’s Prayer in public schools, Bap
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tists are beginning to express them
selves. For instance, the Norfolk 
Baptist Association in Norfolk, Va., 
celebrating the 200th anniversary of 
Baptist work in that area, reaffirmed 
a resolution of the Dover Association 
in 1925, which in turn was approved 
by 17 other associations and by the 
General Association of the State.

Here is the text of the 1925 resolu
tion by Virginia Baptists:

"Whereas, there is an effort being 
made to induce the next legislature 
of Virginia to pass an act requiring 
the compulsory reading of the Bible 
in every public school; and, whereas, 
the Bible is primarily a book of re
ligion and as such its use should be 
left to the individual conscience and 
free from legislative compulsion, and 
the duty of teaching it is a function 
of the home and the churches and not 
of the State; therefore, the Dover As
sociation reaffirms the historic oppo
sition of Virginia Baptists to any 
meddling by the State in matters con
cerning religion and respectfully pro
tests to the General Assembly against 
the passage of any such laws on the 
ground that it would be an improper 
interference by the State in the realm 
of religion and a violation of the 
principles of religious liberty and of 
the complete separation of the 
spheres of Church and State, as em
bodied in the Constitution of the 
Commonwealth.”

A request went from the Norfolk 
Association to the General Associa
tion of 1962 that it consider a similar 
resolution.

House Inscribes National
Motto Above Speaker's Rostrum

The House of Representatives 
has voted to inscribe the national 
motto. "In God We Trust," above the 
speaker's platform.

This motto will replace fifteen gold 
stars that have decorated the wall 
above the speaker's desk. There has 
been no historical value or signifi
cance to the stars.
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Prayer Hearing In Senate Bogs Down
There will be no more hearings this 

year on proposals to change the 
meaning of the First Amendment by 
Constitutional amendments accord
ing to the staff of the Senate Judici
ary Committee.

Instead, the record of the two days 
of hearings earlier in the year will be 
printed in a public document. Those 
who were not heard during the hear
ings have the privilege of submitting 
their testimony in writing to be in
cluded in the report.

Only those who favored an altera
tion of the First Amendment were 
given a chance to testify before the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. Many 
groups, including the Baptist Joint 
Committee on Public Affairs and the 
president of the Southern Baptist 
Convention, made efforts to be heard. 
They oppose any change in the First 
Amendment.

Sen. James 0. Eastland (D., 
Miss.), chairman of the Senate Ju
diciary Committee, shortly after the 
Supreme Court’s ruling in the New 
York Regents’ prayer case, called for 
hearings to attack the Court's deci
sion and to change the First Amend
ment.

The Supreme Court ruled that of
ficial government prayers violate the 
Establishment Clause of the First 
Amendment.

Regular proceedings for such hear
ings were violated all along.

Normally, such a matter is as
signed to a subcommittee which con
ducts the hearings. Sen. Estes Ke- 
fauver (D., Tenn.) is chairman of 
the Judiciary subcommittee on con
stitutional amendments. It is report-

The resolution was introduced by 
Rep. Fred Marshall (D. Minn.). He 
said, “It will be a constant reminder 
to visitors in the chamber of this 
country's faith in the words, ‘In God 
We Trust.’ ” 

ed that since Kefauver favored the 
Supreme Court decision, Eastland 
feared that the proposed changes in 
the Constitution would have little 
chance to be aired. He took over 
himself as chairman of the full com
mittee.

Other normal procedures in such 
hearings is that Senators and Con
gressmen are heard first and then 
others can testify. While a number 
of nongovernmental persons and 
groups were attempting to be heard, 
the Senate Judiciary Committee 
without previous announcement 
called a hearing so Episcopal Bishop 
James A. Pike of California could 
testify. This was the last chance 
anybody had to be heard.

Present plans of the Judiciary 
Committee seem to be to postpone 
further action until after the Su
preme Court rules on the Maryland, 
Pennsylvania and Florida cases now 
before it. These cases involve the 
reading of the Bible, recitation of the 
Lord’s Prayer, and religious prac
tices in the public schools.

A number of factors seem to have 
entered into the “bog-down” of the 
prayer hearings. After the first pub
lic reaction against the Supreme 
Court prayer decision and more ac
curate information was given the 
people, there was a rapid swing of 
public opinion in favor of the deci
sion. Added to this was an unprece
dented flood of requests from various 
groups wanting to be heard before 
the Committee. It would have been 
impossible to hear them all.

The legislative situation in the 
Senate at the time became so press
ing that the prayer hearings were 
continually put aside. The Missis
sippi Senator became deeply involved 
in the racial crisis in his state and 
could not give attention to the First 
Amendment.

Then, too, the questioning during 
the two hearings that were held re
vealed that it was not going to be 
an easy matter to change the* First 
Amendment as was being advocated. 
The proposed changes were not well- 
worded nor carefully thought 
through. In addition, the Judiciary 
Committee in the House of Repre
sentatives had no intention of sched
uling similar hearings on their side 
of the Hill.
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Baptists Blamed For College Aid Defeat
Southern Baptists, along with two* 

major national education organiza
tions, were heavily censured by the 
Washington Post, prominent daily 
newspaper in the District of Colum
bia, for their part in the defeat of 
the higher education bill in the House 
of Representatives.

The paper said in its lead editorial 
Sept. 23, "If it is fair to charge Cath
olics in Congress with having pre
vented Federal aid to elementary 
schools and high schools in the Unit
ed States, it is no less fair to charge 
Protestants, the Southern Baptist 
Convention in particular, with hav
ing blocked Federal aid to colleges.”

The compromise higher education 
bill would have provided grants for 
libraries, science buildings and engi
neering facilities to both public, pri
vate and sectarian colleges. It pro
vided for a student loan program 
that would have made 20 per cent of 
the funds available to needy students 
as “non-reimbursable loans.” It also 
authorized aid to develop public com
munity junior colleges.

The House of Representatives 
voted 214-186 to recommit the bfil to 
its Education and Labor Committee 
with instructions to eliminate the 
student loan program. This action 
killed the bill, unless the Senate- 
House conference committee reaches 
new compromises.

k Jhe Washington Post editorial said 
■hat the National Education Associa
tion “brought its representatives 
from all over the country to lobby on 
the Hill for recommittal. We think 
it will rue its narrowness and short
sightedness.”

Another organization, The Nation
al Congress of Parents and Teachers, 
was likewise attacked by the editorial 
for opposing Federal grants to sec
tarian colleges. The PTA, the edi
torial said, “was similarly unable to 
see beyond the tip of its own snub 
nose.”

The Executive Committee of the 
Southern Baptist Convention unani
mously passed a resolution at its reg
ular session in Nashville, Tenn., ask
ing “that action on this bill be de
layed until the church-state problems 
are eliminated.”

The Executive Committee Said 
“we fear that this legislation7 in
volves a definite violation of the prin
ciple of separation of church and 

state.” It declared that “the pro
posed public grants to sectarian as 
well as to public colleges is a further 
erpsion of an important public policy 
and basic constitutional provision in 
American life.”

“The fact that these are specific 
purpose grants does not relieve this 
evaluation,” the resolution said.

At the request of the Executive 
Committee its action was transmitted 
by telegram to every Member of Con
gress by the Baptist Joint Committee 
on Public Affairs.

The Washington Post, which has 
long opposed Federal aid to parochial 
schools, said that “we see no consti
tutional or policy objection to Fed
eral financial aid at the college level” 
to colleges that may be church-re
lated.

The reasons the Washington Post 
gave for opposing Federal aid to 
parochial schools are (1) because 
these schools are devoted to religious 
instruction, (2) because school at
tendance at this level is compulsory, 
and (3) because public schools avail
able to all are the traditional Ameri
can instruments of primary and sec
ondary education.

The Washington Post bemoaned 
the long-range effect of the defeat of 
the college bill on federal aid to all 
education. It said. “So much inflexi
bility, so many prejudices and bitter
nesses, so stubborn an adherence to 
special interest in the name of prin
ciple, were involved in the vote that 
the chances of any Federal aid to 
education, now or in the future, seem 
very' dim indeed.”

Parochial School Favor 
Barely Misses Passage

A minor favor to parochial schools 
barely missed getting through the 
87th Congress. It was a proposed 
amendment to the National Defense 
Education Act that wopld have ex
tended partial forgiveness of student 
loans to teachers in parochial schools 
and colleges.

According to the National Defense 
Education Act students who partici
pate in the loan program can get up 
to 50 per cent of the loan forgiven if 
they teach in the public elementary 
or secondary schools.

Efforts were made during the last

Nation's Private Schools Got 
Millions In Lunch Aid

The federal government is giving 
$4,726,506 for direct aid to private 
schools through the School Lunch 
Program for the current fiscal year. 
This is $976,957 less than the amount 
allocated for the fiscal year ending 
June 1962.

Total funds available for the 
School Lunch Program, which began 
operation in 1946, during fiscal year 
1963 are $108,600,000. This is an 
increase of $10 million over the 
amount originally appropriated for 
the 1962 program.

Administration of the School 
Lunch Program is under the super
vision of the states. However, some 
states do not permit public funds to 
be used for private institutions. In 
such cases a percentage of the state's 
allocation is withheld by the federal 
government and given directly to the 
private schools in that state. The 
amount of money allocated to each 
state is determined by the number of 
school-age children living in the 
state.

No information is available as to 
the amount of school lunch aid that 
goes to private schools in the 25 
states that administer the total pro
gram.

day's of the 87th Congress to rush the 
bill through both Houses. It was re
ported out of the Senate Committee 
on Labor and Public Welfare on Sep
tember 28 and was passed the follow
ing day.

In the House, however, in the con
fusion of the last days of Congress it 
was impossible for the Committee on 
Education and Labor to meet with a 
quorum to vote it out. As a result it 
died with the adjournment of Con
gress.

Roman Catholic educators had re
quested in earlier hearings that the 
student loan forgiveness policy be ex
tended to teachers in parochial 
schools because it was a discrimina
tion against young people who want
ed to teach in the church schools.

Also the practice of forgiving loans 
only for public school teachers has a 
tendency, according to the Catholic 
testimony, to pull the teachers into 
the public schools where they get 
higher salaries. This produces a 
shortage of teachers in the parochial 
schools. They also have to pay high
er salaries to those they do get.
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SCHOOL RELIGION
(Continued from page 2) 

public school religion now before the 
Supreme Court. The other two, from 
Maryland and Pennsylvania, have to 
do with Bible reading and recitation 
of the Lord’s Prayer.

Supreme Court observers in Wash
ington say that it appears unlikely 
that the Court will combine the Flori
da case with the other two. The 
Court may allow it to remain on the 
docket until after it has decided the 
others. Then it may be decided with
out further hearing on the basis of 
the previous decision.

In an earlier Florida decision Dade 
County Circuit Court Judge J. Fritz 
Gordon ruled on a number of re
ligious practices in public schools. In 
each case he was sustained by the 
State Supreme Court.

In particular the Florida courts 
ruled that the state and Federal con
stitutions were violated by (1) sec
tarian comments on the Bible by pub
lic school teachers, (2) use of school 
premises for after-hours Bible in
struction, (3) the exhibition of re
ligious films, and (4) the presenta
tion of religious programs to observe 
Christmas, Easter and Chanuka. The 
Dade County school board accepted 
the court ruling on these points.

On the other hand, Judge Gordon 
ruled, and was sustained by the 
Florida Supreme Court, that no con
stitutional principles were violated 
by regular reading of the Bible with
out comment and regular recitation 
of the Lord’s Prayer and other sec
tarian prayers, if pupils were not 
obliged to participate. This ruling is 
appealed by Pfeffer and the group he 
represents.

In his statement of constitutional 
principles Pfeffer said that the Four
teenth Amendment made the prohi
bition of the First Amendment “a re
striction upon state action no less 
than federal action.” He also argued 
that previous Supreme Court deci
sions forbade any governmental par
ticipation in the teaching and prac
tice of religion.

Pfeffer declared that “coercion is 
not a relevant factor under the Es- 
' blishment clause and that, conse- 
o ently, religious activities in the 
p'ihlic schools violate the constitu
tional prohibition of an establish
ment of religion even when individ
ual pupils are permitted to absent 
tl emselves.”

He also hit at the idea that1 re
ligious activities in public schools 
could be permitted if they are “non
sectarian.” He said that “the First 
Amendment imposes on the states a 
mandate not merely of impartiality 
among competing faiths but also neu
trality as between religion and non
religion.”

Since the Supreme Court’s decision 
in the New York Regents’ prayer 
case, prohibiting official prayers in 
public schools, there has been a wide 
variety of public reaction, both fa
vorable and unfavorable. Many di
vergent opinions of the effect of this 
ruling have been advanced. These 
new cases will offer the Court oppor
tunity to further spell out its views 
and define the meaning of the First 
Amendment.

Sect Asks Court Rule 
On Blood Transfusions

The United States Supreme Court 
has refused to rule on the question of 
whether it is an invasion of religious 
liberty for a juvenile court to take 
custody of an infant from its parents 
because they object on Scriptural 
grounds to a blood transfusion.

The case originated in New Jersey 
where state courts affirmed a tempo
rary guardianship established over 
the infant son of Mr. and Mrs. Thom
as Perricone, members of Jehovah’s 
Witnesses, when they refused to per
mit a blood transfusion for their son, 
who suffered from a “blue baby” con
dition.

The parents contend that it vio
lates their constitutional right to 
freedom of worship to have custody 
of the child given to the head of the 
medical staff at the hospital on 
grounds they were “unfit” parents, 
jeopardizing the life of the child.

The child improved after the blood 
transfusion but died a year later 
from other complications. Hayden 
C. Covington, attorney for the 
Watchtower Bible and Tract Society, 
asked the Supreme Court to rule on 
the issue because, as he pointed out, 
it frequently arises at various places 
in the nation when children of mem
bers of the sect are taken ill and par
ents refuse permission for trans
fusions. Court hearings are usually 
held quickly, often on an emergency 
basis at the hospital bedside, without 
opportunity for discussion of the con
stitutional issues involved, and these

Religious Publications 
Favored In Postal Rates

Postal rates for religious and other 
nonprofit publications will rise only 
slightly by the new postal law passed 
by Congress.

The minimum per copy rate for 
second class nonprofit publications 
will remain at % cent. The mini
mum per pound rate for such publica
tions is currently 1.5 cents, but it will 
rise 1/10 cent each year for three 
years beginning in January 1963.

The new bulk rate for third class 
nonprofit circulars, etc., will reflect 
an additional advantage for this 
class. The rate for commercial users 
of this class at present is 2i/2 cents 
per piece with a per pound rate of 
16 cents. The new per pound rate 
will be 18 cents, and the minimum 
per piece rate will rise each year for 
three years—2% cents in 1963, plus 
% cent increase each of the two fol
lowing years.

Nonprofit users in the above cate- « 
gory will have no increase in the I
minimum per piece rate. In addi- ■
tion, the minimum per pound rate J 
will decrease from 16 cents to nine fl 
cents. The annual bulk rate fee for 
third class nonprofit circulars will^^H 
rise from $20 to $30.

issues should be resolved, he asserts, 
to guide the lower courts.

Jehovah's Witnesses base their ob
jections to transfusions on the in
junction in Leviticus 17:10-14 
against “eating blood.” Members of 
this sect believe the prohibition ap
plies to modern-day transfusions, as
serting it makes no difference that 
the blood does not pass through the 
mouth or digestive tract.

Mr. Covington told the Supreme 
Court in his appeal that lower courts 
have held this religious belief to be 
“unreasonable” but that when civil 
courts start choosing among various 
religious beliefs as to which is “rea
sonable,” all religious liberty is jeo
pardized.

The Supreme Court refused certio
rari in the case, and the decision of 
the New Jersey court stands. Justice 
Douglas disagreed with his fellow 
judges by saying that he would have 
heard the case.
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Proposes Baptist Research Center scholars and professional people for 
advanced study in America.

A Baptist Research and Continua
tion Center is being proposed for the 
Nation’s capital to serve the major 
Baptist groups in the United States.

The proposal is made by a commit
tee of 30 members that has studied 
the problem the past two years. The 
group was named by the Maryland 
Baptist Convention, the District of 
Columbia Baptist Convention and the 

, Mount Vernon Baptist Association in
Northern Virginia. The committee 
investigated the need for a Baptist 
university in the National Capital 
area.

After a thorough analysis of pos
sibilities for a Baptist college here 
and a study of the larger needs of the 
Baptist movement as a whole the 
committee recommends:

1. A junior college in Maryland 
the initiative and sponsorship

the Maryland Convention; and
2. A' Research and Continuation 

Center in Washington supported by 
all Baptist groups in the United 
States, to be studied by the Baptist 
Joint Committee on Public Affairs.

The findings of the committee for a 
local college were reported to the 
three bodies that started the study. 
The Baptist Joint Committee on Pub
lic Affairs will consider the other 
recommendation at its meeting in 
March, 1963. After making its re- 

(port about a junior college to the 
Maryland Convention and its recom
mendation to the Baptist Joint Com
mittee the committee of 30 dis
banded.

Regarding the proposal for a Re
search and Continuation Center the 

committee asked the Baptist Joint 
Committee on Public Affairs “to 
study this idea further, and to ex
plore all possibilities for its imple
mentation by the various groups and 
institutions and denominational agen
cies.”

An explanatory brochure has been 
sent to 1,500 Baptist leaders in the 
United States. It contains articles 
telling the origin and development of 
the idea, the place of research in the 
Baptist movement, Washington, D. C. 
as an idea center for the world, and 
the extensive resources in the Wash
ington area.

C. Emanuel Carlson, executive di
rector of the Baptist Joint Commit
tee on Public Affairs, explains the 
function of the proposed Research 
and Continuation Center. He says 
“it should be for the promotion of 
continuous research and study of the 
meaning of our Baptist understand
ing of Christian truth.”

It would be the purpose of the 
Research Center to undergird and 
strengthen other educational work of 
the Baptist movement, according to 
Carlson. He said that tlje work of 
the Center would "be related to most 
if not all of the convention agencies 
and programs which carry forward 
the various ministries of our move
ment.”

A suggested list of programs are 
made by Carlson as follows:

1. An educational service agency 
cooperating with all Baptist colleges, 
universities, and seminaries for spe
cialized study.

2. A plan for foreign students,

3. A series of short courses for 
pastors “who wish to refresh their 
sense of relevance of the gospel to 
present-day issues.”

4. A program of evening seminars 
and discussion groups for contact 
with embassy personnel in the Wash
ington area.

5. Expansion and development of 
the internship program of the Bap
tist Joint Committee on Public Af
fairs for editors, professors, and oth
er responsible leaders.

6. A journalism laboratory for re
porting and interpreting public af
fairs news and issues, with the pos
sibility of developing a strong jour
nal of Baptist thought.

7. A small permanent core of able 
scholars to develop needed programs 
and to be available for denomination
al, interdenominational, nongovern
mental and governmental groups 
seeking information and Baptist in
sights on public issues.

Practical advantages of the Re
search Center plans are pointed out 
by the committee. (1) It would sup
plement what other Baptist educa
tional institutions are doing. Credit 
from each institution could be offered 
for work done at the Center. (2) 
The cost would not be prohibitive be
cause the expense of a large faculty 
and extensive facilities would not be 
required. (3) An agency (the Bap
tist Joint Committee on Public Af
fairs) already exists through which 
all Baptist groups can cooperate and 
which could serve as the board of di
rectors.
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