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THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES—The 
President of the United States "by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate" appoints the judges of the Supreme Court. The 
number of the judges is regulated by Congress. At present there 
are nine members of the Court. The Constitution states that they 
"shall hold their offices during good behavior."

Although there is a "chief" justice of the Supreme Court, who 
serves as chairman and moderator, all the justices have equal voice 
and vote in the decisions of the Court* Each of these men are 

highly individualistic, strongly opinionated, and doggedly independ
ent in arriving at their decisions. They often find themselves in 
close agreement with one another. Frequently they take opposite 
views They do not hesitate to condemn the decisions of their fel
low associates with whom they might disagree.

Seated (left to right) are: Tom C. Clark, Hugo L. Black, Chief 
Justice Earl Warren, William O. Douglas and John M. Harlan.

Standing (left to right) are: Byron Raymond White, William J. 
Brennan, Potter Stewart and Arthur J. Goldberg

Supreme Court Protects Freedom of People
The Constitution is well described as a 

living instrument. It breathes the spirit 
of the age. It sees the new circumstances 
of life, and it speaks the seasoned wisdom 
of our forefathers. It takes the specific 
case and views it against the backdrop of 
history. It carries the abiding insights of 
sound government forward into the new 
problems and the new circumstances.

Yet no written document can apply itself 
to the ever shifting life situations. The 
fathers of the new land of freedom soon 
discovered’that the application of the Con
stitution to the flow of cases, and to the 
impulses toward power by government offi
cials, requires the attention of a respected 
and able group of men. The Supreme 

Court became that body, and the Constitu
tion has come to be what that responsible 
group reads it to be

An important part of the Supreme Court's 
work has been to keep the Constitution ac 
tive in its protection of people against the 
abuses of government units—national, state, 
and local. No freedom is higher than reli
gious freedom, and no work of the Su
preme Court is nobler than its concern , that 
there shall be no "establishment” of reli
gion, but that there must be "free exercise" 
of religion.

Exposure to controversy is in the nature 
of the Court’s work. Decade after decade 
the storms of strife have whipped around 
this promontory of freedoms. Presidents 

and Congressmen, frustrated in great plans, 
have joined governors and state legislators 
in waves of abuse

Churchmen and crusaders, so sure of their 
causes that they have sought the powers 
of state in support of their own opinions 
and interests, have berated the Court for its 
legalism Yet the Honorable Judges of the 
Court have moved with history and have 
ridden the gales forward along the traffic 
lanes of freedom.

The American government is now the 
oldest government on earth. Our govern
ment has had a continuous existence for 176 
years, and has been largely free from revo
lution and political violence. The nation 
owes this blessing to the effective work of 
the Supreme Court in keeping the consti- 
tuition both intact and alive.
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Washington Observations
News — Views — Trends

February 19, 1965

LOOK FOR A CHANGE IN ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH LAW on mixed marriages. Pope Paul is 
expected to announce, possibly in March, that it is no longer obligatory for the non-Catholic 
partner to pledge to bring up children in the Catholic faith. On the last day of the third ses
sion of Vatican Council U last year the bishops debated the subject and voted 1592 to 427 to 
ask the pope personally to settle the matter.

EFFORTS TO BOOST NATIONAL AID TO EDUCATION were strengthened by the nation's school 
superintendents at their annual meeting in Atlantic City. The American Association of School 
Administrators voted approval of President Johnson's school aid bill with minor changes. In
cluded in their approval was some help to children in private schools. The safeguard, how
ever, insisted on by the public school administrators is that all funds be controlled by public 
agencies and that textbooks be loaned rather than given to private school pupils.

THIS POSITION JIBES WITH THAT TAKEN by the Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs and 
the Southern Baptist Press Association. (See page seven for resolutions.) The principle is 
that there is no violation of religious liberty if public funds are administered through public 
agencies under public control and for public purposes.

MINOR REFINEMENTS IN THE LANGUAGE OF THE EDUCATION BILL are still under way in the 
House general subcommittee on education. No substantive changes from those reported on 
page five of this issue of Report From The Capital are anticipated. The full committee on 
Education and Labor was scheduled to meet Feb. 25. Optimism is expressed for general ac
ceptance both in the House committee and the Senate committee for the safeguards written 
into the bin to protect separation of church and state.

PRIME QUESTIONS TO BE FACED before commenting or taking positions on current issues in 
public affairs are: (1) What are the facts? (2) What human needs are being met? (3) What 
principles of freedom and church-state relations are involved? (4) Do the provisions of the 
bill or the administrative regulations protect the freedom of the churches, the freedom of 
the taxpayer, the freedom of the government? (5) What does good Christianity indicate that 
our position should be?

THE PRESIDENT'S ANTI-POVERTY PROGRAM is now being implemented in 80 per cent of all 
cities with over 50,000 population. In addition, more than 100 rural areas are now organiz
ing local anti-poverty units.

OF THE 15 LARGEST PROTESTANT AND EASTERN ORTHODOX church bodies in the United 
States, four are Baptist bodies, according to the Yearbook of American Churches for 1965. 
They are the Southern Baptist Convention, 10,393.039; the National Baptist Convention, 
U.S.A., Inc., 5, 500, 000; the National Baptist Convention of America, 2, 668, 799; and the 
American Baptist Convention, 1, 559,103. Numbers do mean responsibility.
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B
OttELATING 
A Stewardship Of 

NFLUENCE

Your Man on the Hill
t

By Jambs M. Sapp

Some Practical Suggestions on How
YOUR MAN ON THE HILL is not some lobbyist or an official 

representative of a group or a body to which you subscribe or give 
allegiance.

Your man oo "Capitol Hill" in Washington is your United States 
Congressman or Senator.

Again, your man on the Hill is not a third party.
No amount of skillful representation or expert pressure applied 

with diligence and finesse equals your own voice or written opinion, 
or your signature spelled out in a telegram. The magic of your 
power and ability is wrapped up in one fact—you are a constituent 
which, being interpreted, means a voter!

Your elected representatives on the Hill are sensitive to your 
individual opinion more than to any other single pressure or in
fluence. Indeed, the best that anyone can do who may claim to 
represent you is to interpret effectively your opinion and convince 
the Congressman that this is what he has done.

Another. Way of saying this is that Congressmen often seek to 
learn from others whom they respect just exactly what your opin
ion is.

Many times the Congressman is dismayed to be unable to hear 
from only one viewpoint. He often finds himself forced to assume 
a posture or position which he is unable to believe in himself. But, 
for wantflf positive support from constituents back home who are 
disinterested in the point of pot expressing themselves, he cannot 
oppose the expressed wishes of the only constituents who have 
spoken.

Moral Suasion
When we consider that all of the foregoing can be related to a 

dam or^a commodity or service we can well ask, "What of the Con
gressman's attitude about a moral or religious issue?"

Christian people have seldom in the history of America fully 
realized what a force for good legislation they can be. For the 
Congressman is rare who will not think twice about voting against 
a bill which has the concern of a great number of Christian people 
in its favor. Indeed, once the Congressman is convinced that the 
“church-going" people in his constituency (not their leaders but the 
rank and file of the people themselves) have sufficiently voiced an 
opinion, he Will rarely go against it.

Most of the time when it seems to many that this is not true one 
of the following reasons could be the motivating factor behind his 
vote:

(1) He was led to believe by his advisors, both from his district ' 
and in Washington, that his constituents agreed with his 
position, pr did not care which way he voted on that par-

, ticular issue.
(2) He miscalculated the opinion of the majority of his contitu- 

ents because his (bail ran heavily in favor of the minority 
opinion.

(5) He could not secure response from the Christian people 
from his district until after" the hearings or his actual vote or 
commitment was made. ■

(4) He was convinced that the professional leadership and the 
rank and file of the people were divided, therefore what 
the leaders were saying didn't matter.

to Exert Your Christian Influence ‘
1

Each of the above situations means exactly the same thing. Yovr 
mm on the Hill did not hear from you in time to weigh your 
opinion before he reached his decision. k

Whan Qualified
Now, for the most important consideration of all! When is the 

Christian qualified to speak up to his "man on the Hill?"
The Congressman is not a novice in the art of human relations. 

He is also usually an informed man. True, he cannot be knowl
edgeable on every issue. But he has access to tremendous sources 
of information. He also has a staff whose task it is to keep him 
informed on the facts, personalities and pressures involved in each 
issue.

To be quite blunt, he may well know as much or more about 
even a religious issue as you do. What be does not know about 
is "you" and "your opinion” on a particular issue.

Once you begin to assist him in learning your position, his expe
rience pays off. The way you communicate with him, what you say 
and how you say it reveals a lot about your opinion to your Con
gressman. t

Especially does he know whether or not you have done your 
"home work." If you simply mail him a post card that someone 
else has mimeographed he knows precisely how much weight to 
place upon your appeal. Should your message be a form letter 
which lands in a pile on his desk which is measured by inches, it 
probably will never be seen by him at all.

Only when you give evidence that you are knowledgeable and 
are honestly convinced that your position should be his position do 
you gain both his attention and his thought.

Of course, there are exceptions to this assertion, such as an im
portant person known to him already, or a well-known and respected 
organization or group which is resident in his district or which has 
counter-parts in his district. However, his belief that you know 
the facts is the principal ingredient in your favor. His feeling that 
you are giving him the benefit of your sincere, honest judgment 
will weigh more in a single letter than a thousand post cards or 
severa\ hundred form letters.

Evidence of wisdom, not hateful criticism, gains access to the Con
gressman's mind. Appeal to reasonable logic, not highly organ
ized pressure, keeps him returning to your position.

Your Initiative
What does all of this mean to you personally?
Just this)-7NFORAI YOURSELF. Secure reliable information 

from sources known for their integrity. Study the issue carefully. 
Engage others to discuss the matter with you. Test out your ideas 
and conclusions on Christian groups in which you participate.

Then, FORMULATE A RELIABLE OPINION which you know 
you can defend as both Christian and factual.

Now you are ready to communicate with your man on the Hill!
You will find that your elected representative may even be glad 

you did and tell you so. At least, he will respect your communica
tion as worthy of a Christian citizen who knows what he is talking 
about.
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Puttie Jwli, Puttie Puttie Pttiey

Revised Bill Seeks To Relieve Church-State Tensions
By G Emanuel Carlson, Executive Director 

Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs, Washington, D. C.

(Editor's note: The Report Prom The 
Capital tries each month to include one 
longer depth article. This one by a highly 
respected Baptist leader offers penetrating 
views on President Johnson’s education bill 
as revised by the House General Subcom
mittee on Education. This analysis is of 
the situation that existed the third week 
of February. Possible later developments 
are not included. For a comparison with 
the original educational proposals see the 
February issue of Report From The Capital.)

Most of the church-state issues in Presi
dent Johnson's aid to education bill have 
been eliminated by the General Subcommit
tee on Education of the House Education 
and Labor Committee.

Hearings were conducted by the sub
committee, Rep. Carl D. Perkins (D., 
Ky.), chairman. The committee heard fa
vorably the suggestions made by religious 
and educational groups and wrote many of 
them into the revised bill.

The questions posed by the general pub
lic are of two varieties. Some ask, is it a 
good bill for the long-term well-being of4 
the people, the nation, and the cause of 
freedom? Others ask, how will the Amer
ican public, made up as it is of so many 
groupings, react to this bill?

Like all legislation this bill represents a 
kind of "compromise" or balance of various 
viewpoints and concerns. Taken as a 
whole, however, it is an ingenious measure 
for meeting the needs of our time with a 
maximum of consensus. The testimony of 
congressional witnesses has contained a num
ber of proposed improvements. Most of 
these have been worked into the new draft 
as approved by the subcommittee.

Broad Policies of Finished Draft
The aid proposed for a particular school 

district depends, first, on the number of 
poor families in that district with incomes 
under $2,000 per year and, second, on the 
level of educational expenditures in the 
district. ■ Thus, it appears to have a good 
balance between the relieving of conditions 
which are beyond local control and the en

couragement of local and state efforts in 
education. Ever since the last election there 
seems to be little doubt that the American 
public wants the federal government to un
dergird the state and local programs with 
some financial assistance.

The bill lays down a broad policy, name
ly, that federal assistance to education must 
flow through public channels and be ad
ministered by public agencies. This prin
ciple is dearly applied to the "poverty im
pact" grants, to the library and instructional 
materials, and to the proposed community 
agencies that offer educational resources 
and facilities. Not only must funds be 
spent by public agencies, for publicly ap
proved projects and materials, but owner
ship and administrative control must also 
be retained in public bands.

While these aids must flow through pub
lic channels, this bill aims at the educational 
development of people, rather thin aiming 
simply at the strength of institutions. In 
its several titles it seeks to improve the 
educational experiences of all pupils, in- 
duding those who for religious reasons take 
much or most of their school work in 
church-related schools. It aims to give some 
help to the children in parochial schools 
without nurturing the strength of church- 
related schools. To put it another way, the 
lawmakers have tried to relieve the pupils 
of some educational handicaps which re
sult from having religious parents who are 
convinced in behalf of church-related gen
eral education.

The Public Nature of Granta
In connection with grants to local school 

districts, the services to be rendered to chil
dren not enrolled as public school pupils 
are described and circumscribed in Title I 
Sec. 205 (a) (2) and (3) as follows:

"(2) that, to the extent consistent with 
the number of educationally deprived chil
dren in the school district of the local edu
cational agency who are enrolled in non
profit private schools, such agency has made 
provision for including special educational 
services and arrangements (such as dual 

enrollment, educational radio and television, 
and mobile educational services and equip
ment); .

"(3) that the local educational agency 
has provided satisfactory assurance that the 
control of funds provided under this title, 
and title to property derived therefrom, shall 
be in a public agency, and that a public 
agency will administer such funds and 
property."

Similarly, under Title II the grants for 
books and instructional materials ate to be 
made on the basis of a "state plan” which 
"designates a state agency which shall, 
either directly or through arrangements with 
other State or local public agendes, act as 
the sole agency for administration of the 
state plan" (Sec. 203).

The grants for supplementary centers and 
services [Title III, Sec 304 (a)] may be 
made to "a local educational agency or 
agendes." These terms are defined in 
Title VI, Sec. 601 (f):

"(f) The term 'local educational agency1 
means a public board of education or other 
public authority legally constituted within 
a state for either administrative control or 
direction of, or to perform a service func
tion for, public elementary or secondary 
schools in a city, county, township, school 
district, or other political subdivision of a 
state, or such combination of school dis
tricts or counties as are recognized in a 
state as an administrative agency for its 
public elementary or secondary schools. 
Such term also includes any other public 
institution or agency having administrative 
control and direction of a public elementary 
or secondary school."

The Policies in Actual Practice
Most people will agree that when the 

government serves the needs of people reli
gious freedom must prevent discrimination 
against religious families. This was finally 
worked out with reference to social security 
for ministers. It has always been true of pub
lic libraries, public school facilities, public 
hospitals and public health services, and

(Continued on page six)
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many other public service* to people. And 
yet' there may be apprehension at this new 4 
program. .

A high preoccupation with the conflicts 
of religious groups, a strong fear of one or 
all religious movements, or perchance a 
church-state theory that puts the church 
and the state in separate worlds—one or 
all of these may make it difficult for some 
to agree to helping parochial school chil
dren with books, even though these are 
public school books owned by the state gov
ernment. Fortunately, the recent updating 
of the Roman Catholic understanding of 
religious liberty end their educators’ in
creasing awareness of the importance of a 
broad secular education have in this in
stance relieved the pressure of aid to their 
schools as schools, sq,long as all children 
can have better educational materials and 
opportunities.

If these federal resources become avail
able in local school districts and in local 
communities, many of the parochial pupils 
will be able to learn history, government, 
icience,—biology, and much else from the 

.same books and materials that are approved 
and used in public schools. Most of them 
will have to go over to the public school as 
"dual enrollment” students or other special 
services, but some of the specialized talents 
of thepublic schools might in some areas 
be'fent over to the parochial school to assist 
the needy pupils there.

Thus the separation of church and state 
is maintained in separate administrative 
units, but the two sets of institutions be- 
come more available to the total pupil popu
lation. Separation of church and state never 
did mean sorting out the people between 
these two sets of institutions.

Organized Public Opinion
Few education bills have been given a 

larger measure of public goodwill, so much 
so that even the subcommittee members 
from tfte opposition party did not vote in 
opposition to this measure. They refrained 
from voting. The original draft contained 
some problematic provisions for lack of 
clear public responsibility, but a spirit of 
goodwill made easy a strengthening of the 
bill at those points.

* As the measure moves forward into the 
full committee it seeny to have:

(1) The blessing of the organized pub
lic school movement, as represented by the 
National Education Association and the 
American Association of School Adminis
trators. The few voices who are still wor
ried about the effect of the bill on public 
school education are not in the profession.

(2) The responsible representatives of 

the major Protestant churches and their or
ganizations are satisfied that this bill will 
aid the educational opportunities of the 
next generation. Their concerns for full 
public responsibility and public control have 
been beard and incorporated into the bill.

(3) While Roman Catholic spokesmen 
readily admit that this bill will not do much 
for their schools, yet they also admit that 
it will do a good deal for the education of 
all children. They have long used the needs 
of the children as the basis for their pleas 
for aid. Even their highest spokesmen for 
their educational interests have given their 
approval.

(4) The remaining question marks are 
from civil liberties organizations, such as 
the American Gvil Liberties Union, Prot
estants and Other Americans United, and 
the Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B’rith 
in particular. There is a prevalent view 
that these question marks arise from a mis
understanding of the operation of the 
proposals.

(5) The "states’ rights" concern which 
has handicapped past federal aid bills has 
not been raised significantly against this 
one. Giving federal funds to local school 
districts, to state departments of education, 
or to other special state agencies has not 
raised to a large extent the issue of federal 
control of education.

The principle of federal-state relations on 
which the bill is drawn is to give federal 
assistance to stated purposes carried out un
der state and local public authority. This 
principle does open the possibility of some 
local or state abuses resulting from reli
gious majorities in certain states or districts. 
If the federal Congress tries to prevent 
this, it could mean too much federal control 
in a field where policy should be kept dose 
to the people.

(6) Neither has the civil rights issue, 
connected with integration of schools, been 
raised significantly in the'hearings on this 
bill. Apparently the enactment of a Gvil 
Rights Act has largely relieved the need 
and the demand for "riders" on this subject.

Evaluation* Must Ba Subjective
In brief, the House Committee on Edu

cation and Labor now has in hand a bill 
which seems to please the great mass of 
organized public opinion. Its passage now 
seems probable.

Is it a good .bill which can be supported 
with good motivation? In the face of this 
question one must ask, good for whom and 
for what? There are many values involved.

A billion dollars of assistance to school 
districts that serve poor people will be good 

for the children and for the communities. 
However, some who pay large income tax 
bills may prefer another tax cut. The re
sults of better education for full employ
ment and for the future of our democratic 
technological society are obvious.

The ideal of special public organizations 
or centers which serve to enrich the* school 
studies and the cultural interests of' all the 
people hold much promise of good. With 
the assistance of federal funds public 
schools should'fee able to meet the needs 
of parochial pupils who may come over to 
the public institutions.

In the matter of interfaith controversy 
regarding education, this bill may contribute 
more toward the solution of the problem 
than it does to the opportunities of the 
professional advocate or the exhilarating 
experience of tension. On the other hand, 
there may well be enough left of this at 
the level of local and state dialogue.

The bill does seem to be an honest effort 
to meet the needs of our day.

The Legislative Road Ahead
The next step in the legislative process 

will be to present the bill to the entire 
House Committee on Education and Labor 
for approval or further revision. It then 
goes before the Rules Committee for sched
uling for debate in the House of Representa
tives. The bill could be altered on the floor 
of the House.

Action on the education bill in the House 
is being speeded as rapidly as possible. It 
is expected that it will be on the floor of 
the House prior to the end of February.

In the Senate hearings continued after 
the House hearings closed. The Senate ver
sion of the bill has not been completed yet. 
When completed the Senate bill faces a 
similar course, but in the past such bilb 
have fared better in the Senate than in the 
House. In the end a "conference commit
tee" could be needed.

While the hopes of congressional leaders 
are high for a rapid movement of the bill, 
there are many possible "road pits" and 
there could even be a washout. Some may 
seek more aid to private schools. Others 
may urge stricter views on the meaning of 
the Constitution. Some may urge more 
freedom for state departments of educa
tion. Some will surely urge economy in 
the government. In the midst of it all 
there will be much misinformation and mis
understanding.

The bill is technical and difficult to read, 
but it merits careful study. Perhaps the 
time has come to let the children win one 
round in the political battle.
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Baptist Press Association 
Speaks On Public Issues

The Southern Baptist Press Association in 
annual session at Gulfport, Miss., February 
17, approved resolutions on three public 
issues. They are in part:

Race ReMeee
Commending recent progress toward solv

ing racial problems, and
Urging "each Southern Baptist to take im

mediate steps to assist all citizens to attain 
full privileges of U. S. citizenship and to ac
cept personally their responsibility for a 
Christian witness to every man regardless of 
race.”

AM Ta UacaNaa
Agreeing that "federal assistance to educa

tion must flow through public channels and 
be administered by public agencies,” and

Supporting "the policy that public funds 
be spent by public agencies, for publicly ap
proved projects and materials and that own
ership and administrative control must be 
retained in public hands.”

War Oa Poverty
Commending efforts to overcome condi

tions of poverty,
Urging Christians to be public minded 

citizens and to join in efforts against poverty, 
and

Expressing "appreciation to the Director 
of the Office of Economic Opportunity for 
the regulations called 'Special Conditions 
Applicable to the Use of OEO Grant Funds 
in Church Related Schools or School Sys
tems,’ and we urge the Director to take 
every precaution that in all programs affect
ing church agencies the spirit and the pro
hibitions of the First Amendment be fully 
respected.”

(Note: see the February issue of "Report 
From the Capital" for the "Special Condi
tions” referred to in the above resolution.)

Californio Board Spooks On Aid
FRESNO, Calif. (BP)—The executive 

board of the Southern Baptist General Con
vention of California here said it does not 
accept a distinction between federal aid to 
parochial schools and aid to students at
tending them.

In its statement, made before the House 
General Subcommittee on Education revised 
the education bill, the board said:

"We do not accept as valid the distinc
tion that is made between 'aiding pupils' 
and 'aiding schools,' nor can we accept the 
thesis that assistance to parochial schools in 
certain non-religious subject areas, e.g. 
mathematics and science, is not a violation 
of the separation of church and state.”

Federal Aid To Private Schools Not Yet Adjudicated
There have been no actual court tests of 

the constitutionality of federal programs 
that grant some form of aid to religious 
institutions. Adjudication of them has been 
considered difficult, if not impossible, be
cause an individual taxpayer has not had 
sufficient standing to challenge the way a 
federal law expended funds.

There is a state case, however, on its 
way to the Supreme Court that may affect 
both present and future federal programs 
of aids to religious schools. In Maryland 
a suit is pending in which state grants to 
four church-related colleges are being chal
lenged by the Horace Mann League and 13 
Maryland taxpayers.

Final arguments were scheduled to be 
heard February 23. A decision from the 
Maryland Circuit Court for Anne Arundel 
County will be made some time after that 
date. Both sides in the case have indicated 
that regardless of the decision an appeal 
will be made all the way to the Supreme 
Court.
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It is possible, however, that the Supreme 
Court will not rule on the substance of the 
challenge. It may decide that the plaintiffs 
lack sufficient legal standing to sue. This 
would preclude a decision bn constitutional
ity. This would mean that the state decision 
would stand as a precedent.

The Office of Education in the United 
States Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare has published a list of federal pro
grams in which private schools and colleges 
may participate. This list reveals 60 sepa
rate such programs in 11 departments or 
governmental agencies.

A look at the background of these pro
grams reveals that the lines of church-state 
separation are hazy. The fact that many 
Protestant as well as Catholic schools par
ticipate in these programs is used to chal
lenge the consistency of such groups when 
they object to federal aid to parochial 
schools. Although this may not be a proper 
use of the facts involved, it is nevertheless 
being done. »
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The controversy over the polities of the Federal Communications Commission in re
gard to religious broadcasting continues to grow. No easy answers to the problems being 
raised appear to be in sight. The next several years will probably see considerable public 
debate over the issue.

The problem can be stated by aome questions. Does the Federal Communications 
Commission have a right to require religious broadcasts as a condition of licensing sta
tions? If so, to what extent should this regulating authority go in regulating format and 
content? If not, who decides what religious broadcasts shall be made and when they shall 
be aired? Many other questions arise on the subject of religions liberty in broadcasting.

Baptists are not agreed on the subject. The Radio and Television Commission of the 
' Southern Baptist Convention has sharply challenged a position taken by the Public Affairs 

Committee of the Baptist State Convention of North Carolina in 1964.
The North Carolina report, received by the Convention, said: "The regulative au

thority of the Federal Communications Commission should be greatly strengthened as an 
V expression of the real concern by die listening and viewing audience of the increasing 

number of. editorial commentators and commercial or religious crusaders whose objectives 
appear to be to poison the minds of the people.”

The Radio and Television Commission in an editorial in the February 1965 issue of 
The Beam said that "it must maintain its positive position against any move to increase 
government control of the content of radio and television programming in America.”

Specifically, the Baptist agency asked the North Carolina committee for a definition 
of what it meant by "poisoning die minds of the people," "regulative authority” and 
"greatly strengthened." It charged, that "North Carolina- Baptists apparently believe that 
free argument and debate are best guaranteed by strong government control.”

In the January issue of The Reporter a Washington, D. C. communications attorney, 
Marcus Cohn, challenged die present Federal Communications Commission requirement 
that broadcasters include religion as a condition for licensing.

-A"member of die FCC itself delivered a major speech on the subject at the annual 
meeting of the National Religious Broadcasters. He called for a reconsideration of the 
polities of the FCC in regulating religious broadcasting.

"The time seems to be long past due for the FCC to analyze and reconsider its prac
tices and doctrines in the light of the First Amendment and to extend the constitutional 
principle and the great spirit of religious liberty to American broadcasting," said Commis
sioner Lee Loevinger.

The Washington Post joined the fray and said that governmental requirement for re
ligious broadcasting violates the First Amendment. "The FCC can, and should, stop 
doing it forthwith—-by the simple expedient of removing any reference to religion from 
its application forms,” the newspaper asserted.

"In addition to this,” the Washington Post continued, "in order to stop the volunteer- 
'ing of promises to promote religion on the part of applicants, it (the FCCbought to issue 
a simple, succinct statement of policy that it will not give weight one way br another to 
religion in its licensing decisions. It can do more to advance religious freedom by such 
a hands-off policy than any amount of religious broadcasting can conceivably accomplish."

In an article in the New York Times, Jack Gould said that the legal premise of the 
FCC's regulations "is that, unlike running a newspaper, the operation of a radio station is 
not a right, but a privilege subject to license, and that protection of the public interest in 
the use of limited, channels requires some guaranteed diversification in programs."^

« "The question essentially boils down to the extent that the FCC can keep a flooring 
under broadcasting behavior without taking government too far into the area of making a 
determination of program content," Gould pointed out.

America magazine, a Jesuit Roman Catholic organ on public affairs, apparently took 
the same line as the Baptist Radio and Television Commission. .America rejected the con
stitutional argument advanced by Cohn and Loevinger and defended the requirements of 
the FCC "in the public interest.” The magazine said that it did not see how religion can 
be excluded from the FCCs list of requirements. "The First Amendment forbids dis
crimination in favor of any religion. It does not command discrimination against reli- 

' gion,” the Jesuits declared.

Aggiornamento Continues
"Aggiomamento” is the Italian word 

used to describe the renewal, the reform, 
the updating of the Roman Catholic Church 
undertaken by Vatican Council II. Aggior
namento is hard to achieve whether it be 
in the Catholic church or in a Baptist de
nomination.

Evidence thus far is that in spite of their 
up-hill pull the liberal bishops are gradu
ally making progress. They may not achieve 
all that they hope, but they have succeeded 
in putting their church on a road that leads 
away from the middle ages and toward the 
twentieth century.

For those who have doubted the support 
of Pope Paul VI for the reforms under
taken by Pope John XXIII good news comes 
from Rome. Pope Paul has told the balky 
Vatican Curia to accept the coming reforms 
with "a spirit of docility."

Pope Paul, speaking through his secretary 
of state, Amleto Cardinal Cicognani, also 
told the Curia not to criticize the Vatican 
Ecumenical Council, to be as punctual as 
possible, do the best job they could and 
never accept.offers of money.

For those impatient in the delays in Coun
cil approval of the declaration on religious 
liberty John Courtney Murray predicts pas
sage of a strong statement this year. He is 
a leading Council theologian and has been 
one of the outstanding spokesmen for reli
gious liberty.
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