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Not One, but Three Nativity 
Scenes Approved This Year

Baptists Join Parochiaid Brief
By W. Barry Garrett
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WASHINGTON—A Baptist body here 
joined other religious, educational and 
civil liberties organizations in a “friend of 
the court” brief before the U.S. Supreme 
Court seeking to overthrow two Pennsyl
vania laws that provide state aid for paro
chial schools.

The Baptist Joint Committee on Public 
Affairs, of which James E. Wood, Jr. is 
executive director, joined the other groups 
in this appeal to the Supreme Court believ
ing that the principle of religious freedom 
is jeopardized by the provisions of the two 
Pennsylvania laws.

Commenting on the brief. Wood pointed 
out that “the Baptist Joint Committee is 
continuing a role it has exercised for the 
past 27 years, namely of expressing 
through judicial means its opposition to 
legislation that is aimed at providing pub
lic funds to schools maintained by religi
ous institutions.”

Wood further observed, “These 
Pennsylvania statutes must be regarded as 
circumventing both the letter and the spirit 
of the Establishment Clause of the First 
Amendment as well as being, in conflict 
with Supreme Court decisions which since 
1947 have clearly and consistently prohib
ited public funds to parochial schools.”

In taking his position, Wood defended 
“both the right and role of church schools 
in our free society.” He further defended 
the previous decisions of the Supreme 
Court denying public funds to church 
schools as right “for the future of both the 
church and state in America.”

The case is known as Meek v. Pittenger. 
A three-judge district court ruled that the 
Pennsylvania statutes involved are not in 
violation of the state and federal constitu
tions. The decision was appealed to the 
U.S. Supreme Court, which noted proba
blejurisdiction on Oct. 15, 1974. Oral ar-
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High Court Leaves Parochial Bus
Rides to Decision of the States

schools, free bus transportation to and 
from school.

The case was brought by a New Jersey 
taxpayer, Arch R. Everson, who filed suit 
in a state court challenging the practice of 
the local board of education to reimburse 
parents of parochial school children for 
transportation to and from school. The 
state court upheld his appeal, declaring the 
practice unconstitutional.

The New Jersey Court of Errors and Ap
peals, however, reversed the lower court’s 
decision, holding that neither the state nor 
the federal constitutions were violated by 
the state law providing for such transporta
tion.

By Stan L. Hastey

A recent action by the U.S. Supreme 
Court has clarified its position on the ques
tion of whether states may provide trans
portation for school children attending 
nonpublic schools or whether they are ob
ligated to do so.

The question actually dates to 1947 and 
the historic decision rendered by the High 
Court in Everson v. Board of Education 
(330 US 1). In that case, which was de
cided by a 5—4 margin, the Court ruled that 
New Jersey could constitutionally make 
available to all school children, including 
those attending parochial and nonpublic

WASHINGTON—Not one, but three 
nativity scenes were approved to appear 
this year near the national Christmas tree in 
the nation's capital.

A court ruling last year removing the 
government from sponsorship of the re
ligious aspect of the annual Christmas 
Pageant of Peace here has opened the door 
to another problem. How many private 
groups should be issued permits for nativ
ity scenes at the national celebration?

This year permits have been issued by 
the National Park Service to three private 
groups. No one knows how many will 
apply next year.

The three are the Christian Service 
Corps, the American Christian Heritage 
Association and an American Legion post 
in surburban Hyattsville, Md.

Until last year, the national Christmas 
Pageant of Peace, an annual observance 
sponsored by the government, had in
cluded the nativity scene as one of its dis
plays. The best-known portion of the 
Pageant of Peace consists of the national 
Christmas tree which is illuminated each 
year when the President of the United 
States pushes a button.

In September 1973, however, the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the District of Co
lumbia reversed a lower court decision in 
ruling that the government may not spon
sor the nativity scene because that exces
sively entangles the government in religion 
in violation of the First Amendment.

Subsequent to that decision, the Na
tional Park Service issued a permit to a 
group called the American Christian Herit
age Association to erect a nativity scene on 
the Ellipse but outside the circular area 
where the Pageant of Peace is located an
nually (. . .the area between the 
Washington Monument grounds and the 
south side of the White House).

This year, three groups requested and 
received permits to sponsor Christmas ob
servances in Washington on federal prop
erty.

The American Christian.Heritage As
sociation is back again with a nativity dis
play similar to last year’s. The organiza
tion, which has been incorporated, is 
headed by a board of directors of three per
sons. It lists no other members.

ACHA’s executive director, Vaughn E. 
Barkdoll, is a’layman who belongs to the 
First Baptist Church in Riverdale, Md., an 
independent church belonging to no larger 
Baptist bpd^.r,t„
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A Legacy for the Future
By James E. Wood, Jr.

This past year has marked the 35th anniversary of the Baptist 
Joint Committee on Public Affairs. Observance of this anniver
sary year has provided a time for reflection on the past and re
newal for the future.

The Baptist Joint Committee began with Rufus Washington 
Weaver, who was in reality its architect. Weaver, an Executive 
Secretary of the District of Columbia Baptist Convention, found 
himself in a unique position among Bap
tists in relating to governmental figures Z' 
and issues. His dream was of the presence f \
in Washington, D.C. of a Baptist voice in _ j
public affairs. With the adoption in 1939 ‘
of a joint statement, A Pronouncement Ji, 4 \
Upon Religious Liberty, by the Southern 
Baptist Convention on May 20, the North- 
ern Baptist Convention on June 21, and the 
National Baptist Convention, U.S.A., on 
SqjjflMber 7, his dream was on its way to- 
ware fulfillment. Wood

^>"*'The Weaver years were characterized by
the establishment of a strong working relationship with the De
partment of State, especially in the crisis of religious liberty in 
Rumania. That matter, which vitally affected the freedom of 
Baptists in Rumania, was the first major issue confronted by 
Weaver and his colleagues. From an organizational standpoint, 
the most important achievement of the new agency during these 
early years was its establishment as.a viable part of Baptist life. 
It gained access to the halls of Congress, to the State Depart
ment, and to the White House itself. It came to be represented as 
a legitimate voice for Baptists in public affairs.

In 1946 Joseph Martin Dawson, pastor of the First Baptist 
Church of Waco, Texas, was elected the first executive director 
of the Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs. During his 
years as pastor and a prolific author, Dawson had distinguished 
himself as an articulate and eloquent spokesman of civil liberties 
and the application of Christian faith to the whole man as he 
lives in society. Under Dawson’s creative leadership, a Baptist 
office in Washington was firmly established. Report from the 
Capital was inaugurated within a month after his arrival.

Unafraid of controversy, giving to being neither a conformist 
nor a nonconformist, Dawson led Baptists to face a wide variety 
of vital issues in public affairs. He vigorously opposed tax sup
port for nonpublic schools, state sponsorship of religion in the 
public schools, U.S. diplomatic relations with the Vatican, pub
lic funds for sectarian hospitals, and universal military conscrip
tion. A strong supporter of the United Nations, he sought the 
application of universal religious liberty and human rights 
through the world organization. He called the attention of Bap
tists to the plight of persons displaced from their homelands by 
World War II.

During the Dawson years, the Baptist Joint Committee dem
onstrated a new degree of vitality in the life and witness of Bap
tists of the United States in the area of public affairs. Especially 
significant was the Committee’s early involvement in litigation 
before the U.S. Supreme Court in the cases of Everson and 
McCollum. One of Dawson's achievements, largely unpub
licized, was his input into the 1948 United Nations Declaration 
on Religious Liberty. As a result of Dawson's leadership, the 
Baptist Joint Committee experienced significant growth of in
fluence both in Washington and within the Baptist constituency 
throughout the United States. In a very real sense, the develop
ment of the Joint Committee into a viable Baptist agency was the 
crowning effort of this truly unique man.

In searching for Dawson’s successor, the Baptist Joint Com
mittee turned to a Christian educator in the Baptist General Con
ference, C. Emanuel Carlson, dean of Bethel College in Min
nesota. Carlson brought to the Committee a fresh dimension to 
the study and implementation of Baptist witness in public af
fairs. A master organizer and administrator, his was the view of 
an expanded staff in Washington. Under his leadership a four
pronged organizational program was instituted—programs of 
government relations, research services, information services, 
correlation services—all of which remain an integral part of this 
agency’s program today.

One of the paramount achievements of the Joint Committee 
during this era was Carlson's creative contribution in the area of 
federal funding of public elementary and secondary education. 
Generally unknown is the role played by Carlson in insuring the 
presence of safeguards in the Elementary and Secondary Act of 

'f 1965 which deal with public aid to nonpublic schools. The Joint 
Committee also supported vigorously the Supreme Court deci
sions of 1962 and 1963 prohibiting state sponsored religious 
exercises in the public schools, a posture entirely consistent with 
the historic Baptist stance of religious liberty and the separation 
of church and state. The Joint Committee sought through litiga
tion to insure religious liberty in the service academies of the 
nation. It opposed proposals to alter the tax system as regards 
churches and to provide .federal aid to sectarian hospitals. It 
sought continuously the implementation of religious liberty 
abroad. And at home, the Joint Committee served as a moderat
ing voice in the presidential election of 1960.

In reflecting on the past 35 years, clearly the Baptist Joint 
Committee has been involved in a variety of public affairs con
cerns. These concerns have not been in terms of lobbying for 
vested Baptist interests and Baptist institutions, but rather as an 
expression of a genuine commitment of Baptists to involvement 
of the church in public affairs as an inescapable responsibility of 
the church and based upon the sanctity of human rights in a free 
society.

In no area has the Baptist Joint Committee been more visable 
than in the communication of Baptist concerns to the executive 
and legislative branches of government. Significant also has 
been the participation of the Baptist Joint Committee in judicial 
litigation through legal briefs to the U.S. Supreme Court, dating 
as far back as 1946 and as recently as 1974. In the area of public 
policy with regard to public schools, the Baptist Joint Commit
tee has been influential throughout its history. The Baptist Joint 
Committee has convened 15 Religious Liberty Conferences 
dealing with a wide variety of public affairs issues and resulting 
in the publication of 15 volumes.

The concerns of the Baptist Joint Committee have always 
been broad, for the field of public affairs itself is broad. Ex- 

(See, A LEGACY, p.6)
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A Sensitive Situation
Ceremonial Prayers at Public School Functions

By W. Barry Garrett, associate director in charge of Information Services 
Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs

Here is a case, involving prayer at a pub
lic school function, that could help toward 
an understanding of the place of prayers at 
ceremonial occasions.

Do prayers of invocation and benedic
tion at a public high school Commence
ment program violate constitutional rights 
of free exercise of religion and against an 
establishment of religion?

This was the question in a civil suit in 
the United States District Court, 
Richmond, Va., in the spring of 1974.

United States Dis
trict Judge Robert R. 
Merhige, Jr. denied 
that constitutional 
rights were violated 
in such a situation. 
He therefore refused 
to issue a permanent 
injunction which Garrett 
would prohibit audible prayers at the invo
cation and benediction of the Commence
ment program.

The principles involved in this case were 
similar to those at any public ceremonial 
occasion where prayers are said.

The Facts in the Case
Here are the facts in the Richmond case 

along with the conclusions of Judge 
Merhige.

At the graduating program of the Doug
las Freeman High School, Henrico Coun
ty, Va. it has been the custom to include an 
invocation and benediction. The prayers 
usually are by clergymen of various religi
ous persuasions.

Prior to the graduation three graduating 
students requested the principal of the 
school to eliminate the audible prayers at 
the Commencement program. Their re
quest was denied.

The three students and their parents then 
filed suit asking the Court to enter judg
ment “granting a permanent injunction, 
enjoining the defendants, their agents, 
employees, successors, and those acting in 
concert with them, from directing, sanc
tioning, authorizing, causing, or permit
ting the recitation of prayers as part of the 
graduation exercises of Douglas Freeman 
High School, or at any school function, on 
or off school property, whether during, be
fore, or after school hours.”

They alleged that the refusal of the 
school authorities to prohibit public prayer 
at the high school deprived them of their 
constitutional rights as secured by the First 
Amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States.

They further asserted that the failure of 
the school officials to prohibit prayers at 
the Commencement program constitutes a 
“law respecting the establishment of reli
gion.”

The school authorities had sought to di
vest themselves of responsibility for the 
invocation and benediction by submitting 
the question to a vote in the senior class.

The Views of the Judge
The judge, however, refused to base his 

decision on this attempted shift of respon
sibility from the school officials to the 
class members. He declared that the 
graduation ceremony “is a public school 
event.” “No vote of a majority of those 
participating can absolve conduct therein 
which abridges constitutional rights,” he 
concluded.

He further pointed out that the school 
board had passed a resolution endorsing 
the view that the exercises be carried out in 
the traditional manner, including the invo
cation and benediction prayers.

The basic point in Judge Merhige's de
cision is as follows: “There is none of the 
repetitive or pedagogical function of the 
exercises which characterized the school 
prayer cases. There is no element of calcu
lated indoctrination. The over-all program 
of which the invocation will be a part is 
neither educational or religious, but cere
monial.”

Because of the minor role of the prayers 
in the program, because there is no outlay 
of government funds, and because the in
vocation and benediction on an occasion 
like this is only “ceremonial" the judge 
said that “government here is not ‘em
broiled’ in religious matters.”

The judge further pointed out that no 
student was required to attend the Com
mencement program and that the receipt of 
the diploma was not dependent in any way 
upon attendance at the program. He admit
ted that there were “indirect pressures” 
upon the students to attend, but, he pointed 

out, “there are no substantial demands to 
partake.”

Merhige concluded, “The Court recog
nizes that some may be offended by what 
is said, but it is not convinced that the 
Constitution protects individuals from this 
type of offense. It cannot see how what is 
likely to be said in any way will inhibit the 
plaintiffs in the practice and pursuit of 
their religious beliefs.”

The Court and Ceremonials
In his view of Commencement prayers 

as “ceremonial," Judge Merhige seems to 
have been in harmony with the sentiments 
of the U.S. Supreme Court in the New 
York Regent’s Prayer case (Engel v. Vi
tale). In that case the Court ruled as un
constitutional the required recitation of of
ficial prayers.

Specifically the Supreme Court said in a 
footnote to the Engel v. Vitale case: 
"There is of course nothing in the decision 
reached here that is inconsistent with the 
fact that school children and others are of
ficially encouraged to express love for our 
country by reciting historical documents 
such as the Declaration of Independence 
which contain references to the Deity or by 
singing officially espoused anthems which 
include the composer’s professions of faith 
in a Supreme Being, or with the fact that 
there are any manifestations in our public 
life of belief of God.”

“Such patriotic or ceremonial occa
sions,” the Supreme Court continued, 
“bear no true resemblance to the unques
tioned religious exercise that the State of 
New York has sponsored in this instance.”

Suggested Guidelines
Footnote. Some time ago the Baptist 

Joint Committee on Public Affairs pub
lished a pamphlet, which is still available 
in quantities on “Religion and Public 
Education—Some Suggested Guidelines.” 
These guidelines were designed as a basis 
for inter-church and inter-faith discussions 
regarding the proper place of religion in 
the public schods.

Among the topics in this pamphlet is a 
section on “Ceremonials.” It says, “Re
ligious leaders and school officials will 

(See, CEREMONIAL, p. 8)
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35th Anniversary Messages
Denominations Appreciate Baptist Joint Committee

The year 1974 has been the 35th anniversary year of the Baptist Joint Committee 
on Public Affairs. On October 8 at the anniversary dinner at the First Baptist 
Church, Washington, D.C. messages of appreciation from the chief executives of 
seven of the nine Baptist bodies sponsoring the Committee were read. We are 
happy to share these messages with our readers.

1 

f

American Baptist Churches, U.S.A. 
Robert C. Campbell 
General Secretary

Thirty-five years ago the American Bap
tist Churches, then the Northern Baptist 
Convention, joined with two other Baptist 
bodies, the Southern Baptist Convention 
and the National Baptist Convention, to 
form the Baptist Joint Committee on Pub
lic Affairs. The dream of the three bodies 
that this committee would be a strong wit
ness in Washington with regard to reli
gious liberty has been fulfilled. Not only 
has it given leadership to nine Baptist 
bodies; it has also been a valuable resource 
to the entire Protestant community on i*^ 

-sues of church and state.
**his quite possible that without the Bap- 
-rGt Joint Committee the rights guaranteed 

to all Americans through the first amend
ment would have been eroded. Church
state issues are complex and are often mis
understood by the general public and even 
our own Baptist constituencies. The care
ful research by the staff of the Baptist Joint 
Committee and their competent clarifica
tion of the issues has enabled the Protes
tant community to work together to ward 
off attacks on the First Amendment and to 
preserve religious liberty.

The Baptist Joint Committee has also 
been a vehicle for the exchange of ideas 
and the exploration of issues among Bap
tist bodies. It has been a place where fel
lowship has been built among Baptist 
groups and in informal discussions ideas 
have been generated which have led to a 
number of joint programs.

American Baptists appreciate the lead
ership which the Baptist Joint Committee 
has given for the past thirty-five years and 
look forward to its continued leadership in 
supporting and strengthening religious lib
erty.

Baptist Federation of Canada 
R. Fred Bullen 

General Secretary
Baptists within the fellowship of the 

Baptist Federation of Canada—the United 

Baptist Convention of the Atlantic Prov
inces, the Baptist Convention of Ontario 
and Quebec, the Union of French Baptist 
Churches of Canada and the Baptist Union 
of Western Canada—respond with 
gratitude to the opportunity to recognize 
on this, its 35th Anniversary, the work and 
contribution of the Baptist Joint Commit
tee on Public Affairs.

In its significant and sensitive area of 
service, the Joint Committee has rep
resented well the deep concerns histori
cally held and promoted by Baptists since 
the inception of our movement and has 
made multitudes in this 20th century aware 
of issues which focus at the very heart of 
human freedom. *

We Canadian Baptists, as the only group 
not centered in the United States, express 
particular appreciation for the vital con
cerns of the Joint Committee. Although, 
by the very nature of its mandate, the 
Committee is called upon to consider mat
ters of more specific import to the Ameri
can scene, the deliberations are of consid
erable importance to others, expecially in 
terms of the principles involved.

Although our contribution has necessar
ily been limited, the warm fellowship of 
the members of the Committee has been 
unlimited and it has been good for us to be 
here.

In a world of tension and turmoil, the 
Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs 
has, over these 35 years, provided more 
than a statue, a “beacon” of liberty, and 
we join our prayers with the Baptists of 
North America that God will grant that 
light many more years of bright burning.

Baptist General Conference 
Warren R. Magnuson 

General Secretary
I would like to represent the Baptist 

General Conference in an expression of 
gratitude for the ministry of the Baptist 
Joint Committee on Public Affairs on our 
behalf. There are three specific areas to 
which I would like to address this expres
sion.

Conscience. The Baptist Joint Commit- 
tee has enabled us to be a part of the collec- jj 
tive conscience of our fellow Baptists in 
the area of religious liberty and human 
rights. Again I am grateful that they have 
served by provoking a growing sensitivity 
of conscience in these relationships within j 
and beyond our constituencies.

Comprehension. The Baptist Joint ■ 
Committee has made possible to its mem- I ( 
bers bodies a greater understanding of the 
particular issues on its agenda. In provid- s, 
ing time and expertise through an excep
tionally qualified staff not only our con- > 
stituencies but governmental agencies j 
concerned have been afforded a more per- ■ 
ceptive Comprehension of the problems ,• 
which are the common burden of both 
church and state. •

Credibility. While we recognize that (. 
whenever two Baptists meet you will have I 
three or more opinions represented, it has \ 
been a source of personal encouragement I 
that the Baptist Joint Committee has pro- > 
vided the forum in which our Baptist 
bodies not only have been able to address 
themselves to an agenda which includes > 
most significant but sometimes divisive is
sues. I am also grateful that they have been . ) 
able to arrive at a concensus on numerous . 
issues which not only have been dem- ' 
onstrated by an irenic spirit but has also in
maintained a growing credibility among 
both our member bodies as well as outside } 
constituencies including governmental 
agencies. J

North American
Baptist General Conference 

Gideon K. Zimmerman
Executive Secretary

The North American Baptist General C 
Conference considers it a privilege to have j 
been a member of the Baptist Joint Com- r 
mittee on Public Affairs for several dec- _ 
ades. Since we are one of the smaller de
nominations and do not have a staffed pub- '♦ 
lie affairs committee, it becomes particu- I 
larly significant and important to have at I 
the nation’s capital the staff of the Bapti^ L 
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Joint Committee to keep us informed and 
to relay to government our convictions as 
Baptists on church and state relationships.

The constituency of the North American 
’' Baptist General Conference has been kept 
j informed through the publication Report 

from the Capital, which is made available 
j to pastors and Conference leaders. On sev

eral occasions representatives from the 
’ ’ Baptist Joint Committee have communi- 

cated to the delegates at our Triennial Con
ference the issues to which Baptists need 

) to address themselves. In addition, rep
resentatives from the Baptist Joint Com
mittee have responded to invitations from 
the North American Baptist Seminary in 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota, to conduct 

« seminars related to matters which are con
sidered by the Baptist Joint Committee.

’ The response by Baptist Joint Commit
tee staff members to issues which have 
arisen on the state level have also had far- 

•' reaching effects. In the State of Illinois the 
voice of Baptists was uniquely significant 

f in defeating parochial aid.
Furthermore, North American Baptists 

appreciate the personal interest by Baptist 
Joint Committee staff members in the af
fairs of the North American Baptist Gen
eral Conference. This indicates to us that 

I the Baptist Joint Committee staff not only 
keeps well informed on the affairs taking 

' place in government, but they are also vi
tally concerned about the welfare of the 

' member bodies represented in the Baptist 
j Joint Committee.

It is our hope and confidence that our 
. » joint efforts as Baptists on the continent 

will continue to uphold the basic principles 
* of religious liberty as expressed in the con

stitution of the United States.

I
 Progressive National Baptist Conven- 
» tion, Inc.

S. S. Hodges 
Executive Secretary

The Progressive National Baptist Con
vention, Incorporated with 1,100 

. Churches and 550,000 members, in its 
fourteenth year as a convention, salutes the I Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs 
and congratulates it on its thirty-fifth An
niversary. The history of BJCPA is unique 
and remarkable in the history of religion in 
America. It has,.more than any other or
ganization, been dedicated to the defense 

, of the great doctrines of the separation of 
church and state and religious liberty.

♦ We in the Progressive Convention find 
i joy in the fellowship of the representatives 

of nine Baptist Conventions and Confer- 
1 ences, who share with us a keen interesbin

human freedom and the dignity of every 
human being.

Baptists in America and other denomi
nations owe a debt of gratitude to BJCPA 
for its consistent and aggressive pursuit of 
religious liberty and the exposure of every 
effort to deny to anyone this blessing. It 
has been faithful in keeping a watchful eye 
on the executive, legislative, and judicial 
branches of government on the federal, 
state, and local levels. It has kept the 
member bodies and others enlightened as 
to new trends, new interpretations, and in
novations in government and our Ameri
can society. New attacks on our cherished 
liberties and freedoms are immediately 
discovered and exposed by the executive 
staff.

We have learned to appreciate the Bill of 
Rights, especially the First Amendment to 
the Constitution, as never before. The 
scholarly papers presented and the en
lightened discussions have revpaled many 
facets of the First Amendment which we 
were not aware of before.

The right to worship God according to 
the dictates of one's one conscience is a 
God given right, which the Constitution 
guarantees and which the Baptist Joint 
Committee emphasizes continuously.

Southern Baptist Convetnion 
Porter R. Routh 

Executive Secretary
I sincerely regret that a conflicting en

gagement of long standing has made it im
possible to be present for the anniversary 
dinner. This regret is heightened by the fact 
that the speaker for the dinner is the Honor
able Brooks Hays.

The first Southern Baptist Convention I 
personally had much to do with, and my 
first encounter with Rufus Weaver and his 
emphasis on religious liberty was the 1939 
Convention in Oklahoma City when I cov
ered the Convention as a reporter for the 
Daily Oklahoman in Oklahoma City. In 
1946,1 was elected as a member of the SBC 
Executive Committee as the recording sec
retary of the Convention, at about the same 
time Dr. Dawson moved to Washington as 
the first Executive Secretary of the Baptist 
Joint Committee. I first became a member 
of the Baptist Joint Committee in 1952, at
tended my first meeting on October 7, 
1952, and have had the opportunity of serv
ing as a member since that time.

This anniversary should not pass without 
mentioning Walter Pope Binns, Ed Tuller, 
W.B. Lipphard, John Thomas, Frank 
Woyke and others too numerous to mention 
who have served with real dedication.

The Baptist Joint Committee has helped 

Baptists to speak to the nation and the world 
on Baptist convictions on church and state. 
Just as important, it has helped Baptists to 
speak to each other and has served as a real 
bridge of understanding among Baptists in 
the United States.

General Conference 
of Seventh Day Baptists 

Alton L. Wheeler 
General Secretary

“One world” ... as well as “one na
tion under God . . . with liberty and justice 
for ALL.” That should well be the ideal in 
which we as Christians should in the name 
of Christ invest our faith, the goal toward 
which we should expend our efforts, and 
the achievement for which we should fer
vently pray.

Cervantes shared the observation that 
"Liberty ... is one of the greatest bless
ings that heaven has bestowed upon man
kind.”

Thomas Jefferson centuries later was to 
note that "The ground of liberty must be 
gained by inches,” to which Wendell Phil
lips was to add, "Eternal vigilance is the 
price of liberty.”

Seventh Day Baptists cherish liberty of 
thought "as an essential condition for the 
guidance of the Holy Spirit.” They yearn 
for the freedom to yield to the dictates of 
one's conscience in the living of one’s life. 
They respect the same yearning in the lives 
of others.

They are humbly proud to be numbered 
among the member bodies of the Baptist 
Joint Committee on Public Affairs. They 
are most grateful for its varied and invalu
able services rendered, for its competent 
counsel offered, and for its relentless vigi
lance exercised toward fulfillment of its 
purpose. They are appreciative for its con
tinuing efforts “to commend and to defend 
the historic Baptist principle of religious 
freedom,” for its being concerned about 
situations pertaining to the relatedness of 
church and state, and for its involvement 
when opinion, counsel, or action are 
sought.

The Baptist Joint Committee is to be 
commended for the respect it commands 
on the part of many in our nation's capital 
and elsewhere, for the counsel it offers on 
judicial and legislative matters, and for the 
impact it makes in congressional as well as 
religious circles.

Seventh Day Baptists are impressed that 
in return for any and all of their invest
ments of time; personnel, and money, 
amazing benefits have repeatedly accrued. 
For all of this, and more, they are thankful 
to the Lord.
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Bus Rides
(Continued from page 1)

Everson then appealed his case to the 
U.S. Supreme Court, where the decision 
against him was upheld by the narrowest of 
margins, 5-4.

Justice Hugo L. Black, who wrote the 
majority opinion, classified the transporta
tion provision as “public welfare legisla
tion” which “cannot exclude” individuals 
because of their religious affiliations.

He elaborated: “While we do not mean 
to intimate that a state could not provide 
transportation only to children attending 
public schools, we must be careful, in pro
tecting the citizens of New Jersey against 
state-established churches, to be sure that 
we do not inadvertently prohibit New Jer
sey from extending its general State law 
benefits to all its citizens without regard to 
their religious belief.”

Black concluded that “measured by 
these standards, we cannot say that the 
First Amendment prohibits New Jersey 
from spending tax-raised funds to pay the 
bus fares of parochial school pupils as ? 

•pagpof a general program under which it 
pays the fares of pupils attending public 

■’ahd other schools” (emphasis added).

As though anticipating the controversy 
which the decision would incite, Black 
went out of his way to declare unswerving 
faith in the concept of separation of church 
and state:

“The First Amendment has erected a 
wall between church and state. That wall 
must be kept high and impregnable. We 
could not approve the slightest breach. 
New Jersey has not breached it here.”

In a dissenting opinion, Justice Robert 
H. Jackson concluded otherwise: 
“. . .The undertones of the opinion, ad
vocating complete and uncompromising 
separation of Church from State, seem ut- 
erly discordant with its conclusion yield
ing support to their commingling in educa
tional matters."

And Justice Wiley Rutledge, who also 
dissented, stated: “No more unjust or dis
criminatory in fact is it to deny attendants 
at religious schools the cost of their trans
portation than it is to deny them tuitions, 
sustenance for their teachers, or any other 
educational expense which others receive 
at public cost.”

Despite Justice Black’s statement in the 
majority opinion that the Everson ruling 
did not seek*to njindate state officials to 
provide transportation for pupils attending 
nonpublic schools, efforts have continued 
seeking to have the Court to go that far.

In a recent action, the High Court has 
again declared that in spite of Everson, the 
states may still choose to deny such trans- ' 
portation.

On October 21, 1974, the Court issued a 
brief statement affirming a U.S. district 
court decision of last year which held that 
the state of Missouri may enforce its state 
constitution’s prohibition of all public ser
vices for nonpublic schools.

In this case, Luetkemeyer v. Kaufman, 
the parents of two children attending a 
Roman Catholic parochial school chal
lenged those sections of Missouri's con
stitution which forbid outright any aid, di
rect or indirect, to nonpublic schools.

The parents also claimed that the state’s 
refusal to make transportation available to 
their children was discriminatory and vio
lated their free exercise of religion as 
guaranteed by the First Amendment.

In disagreeing with the parents, the dis
trict court held that “Missouri has a long 
history of maintaining a very high wall be
tween church and state.” It also expressed 
the view that although the state could fur
nish such transportation if it wished, it was 
not “constitutionally obligated” to do so.

The Supreme Court’s decision to affirm 
came in a 7-2 decision, with only Justice 
Byron R. White and Chief Justice Warren 
E. Burger dissenting.

Catholic Bishops, Educators Consult on 
Future Role of Church Higher Education

WASHINGTON (USCC)—Repre
sentatives of the U.S. Catholic bishops and 
of Catholic colleges and universities met 
here recently to “continue and intensify 
dialogue” and plan for continued contact 
between the hierarchy and Catholic higher 
education.

The one-day meeting, December 13, was 
convened by Archb'ishqp William D. Bor
ders of Baltimore, Chairman of the Educa
tion Committee of the United States 
Catholic Conference. It brought together 
three bishops, five presidents of colleges 

and universities and one vice president, and 
four others involved in higher education.

There are 258 Catholic colleges and uni
versities in the United States with an en
rollment of some 400,000.

Archbishop Borders said the meeting 
was encouraged by the Vatican’s Sacred 
Congregation for Catholic Education, 
which has sponsored two international 
congresses—in Rome in 1969 and 1972— 
of delegates from Catholic universities and 
has urged national conferences of bishops 
to engage in similar conversations with rep

resentatives of Catholic higher education. 
Another such meeting in the U.S. has been 
scheduled for April, as part of a continuing 
dialogue between the bishops and represen
tatives of Catholic higher education, 
Archbishop Borders said.

Following is Archbishop Borders’ state
ment on the meeting:

“The dialogue between the Sacred Con
gregation for Catholic Education and the 
Catholic universities has been an example 
of leadership at the highest level of the

(See, CATHOLIC BISHOPS, p.8)

A Legacy for the Future
(Continued from page 2)

pressly charged with the primary responsibility of providing a 
channel of work and witness for Baptists in public affairs, the 
Joint Committee has been specifically directed “to act in the 
Held of public affairs. . .whenever Baptist principles are in

volved, or jeopardized through governmental action. . . . and to 
inform Baptist constituencies of governmental measures affect
ing .. . relations between church and state and the right applica
tion of Christianity to the life of the nation.”

Our legacy is a rich one, but not one on which we would 
merely stand but on which we would build for the future. For 
that reason the legacy of the Baptist Joint Committee is one to be 
cherished.
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Court Brief
(Continued from page 1)

F
guments in the case will be scheduled 

I sometime early in 1975.
J The statutes at issue (Act 194 and Act
1 195 in 1972) provide various forms of aid 

for the operation of church-affiliated and
> ' other nonpublic elementary and high 

schools in Pennsylvania.
Under Act 194 the public school au-

2 thorities are required to furnish ‘‘auxiliary 
services” to children in nonpublic schools

- on the premises of their schools up to a 
i , cost of $30 per pupil. The program in- 
I eludes guidance, testing, remedial and 
, ‘‘such other secular, neutral, non- 

I ideological services as are of benefit to 
1 nonpublic school children and are pres- 

■ ently or hereafter provided for public 
J school children” in Pennsylvania.
[' Act 195 requires the state to purchase 
l and to lend to nonpublic school pupils, 
f "textbooks which are acceptable for use in 
) any public, elementary, or secondary 

school of the Commonwealth,” up to a 
1 limit of $10 per child.

Also, Act 195 requires the state to 
I purchase and to lend “instructional mate- 
»rials and equipment” to nonpublic 

I schools, up to a limit of $25 per child. 
< "Instructional materials” are defined as 
I books, records, tapes and films and “such 

other secular, neutral, non-ideological 
materials as are of benefit to the instruc
tion of nonpublic school children.”

The question which the Baptists and the 
others in their brief asked the Supreme 
Court to decide is this: Do the provisions 
of the Pennsylvania laws which provide 
the above services, instructional materials 
and equipment for church schools violate 
the Establishment Clause of the First 
Amendment to the United States Constitu
tion? This clause states, “Congress shall 
make no law respecting an establishment 
of religion." It is made applicable to the 
states by the Fourteenth Amendment.

Previously, the Supreme Court has in
validated state laws giving public aid to 
church schools if they violated any one of 
three tests: do the provisions have a sectar
ian purpose, do they have a sectarian ef
fect, and do they involve excessive entang
lement of church and state in their ad
ministration? ,

The contention of those filing the brief 
is that the Pennsylvania laws violate all 
three tests.

In addition, it is contended that the 
laws, if they are continued in effect, would 
violate political entanglement of church 
and state. The brief asserts that “each time 
they were to be financed, the legislature 
would be embroiled in conflicting efforts 
to have their amounts increased or re
duced.”

In an earlier decision, Board of Educa
tion v. Allen (1968), the Supreme Court 
upheld a New York law providing 
textbooks for children in parochial 
schools. The brief of the religious, civil 
liberties and educational groups asks the 
Supreme Court to review this decision as it 
relates to the Pennsylvania textbook law.

The brief contends that the textbook 
program as approved by the Court for New 
York “has not worked out as expected.” It 
declares, “In the absence of careful polic
ing, sectarian books have in fact been fi
nanced out of state funds. This fault in the 
program cannot be corrected without an 
impermissible degree of administrative en
tanglement.”

The educational groups joining in the 
friend of the court brief are the American 
Association of School Administrators and 
the National Education Association.

Church groups, in addition to the Bap
tists, signing the brief are the Board of 
Church and Society of the United 
Methodist Church and the Unitarian Uni- 
versalist Association.

The Jewish groups include religious and 
civil liberty interests. They are The 
American Jewish Committee, American 
Jewish Congress, Anti-Defamation League 
and B’nai B’rith, Jewish Labor Commit
tee, Jewish War Veterans, National Coun
cil of Jewish Women, Union of American 
Hebrew Congregations and United 
Synagogue of America.

I■ ►
Nativity Scenes
(Continued from page 1)

[ American Legion Post No. 3 of 
A Hyattsville, Md. is planning a nativity 
I scene consisting of plastic figurines at the 
' corner of 15th Street and Constitution Av- 

, enue, across the street from the 
Washington Monument on the southwest 
comer of the Ellipse.

The post’s project leader, Francis X. 
Geary, told Baptist Press that when his 

| group applied for a permit from the park 
i service, they were unaware that other, 
S larger groups had already been granted 
i permits.
I Nevertheless, the group decided to go 

■> ahead with its modest display as a protest 
against Madalyn Murray O’Hair, who, in 
Geary’s words, “ruled against” a Christ- 

• mas celebration.
(NOTE: Madalyn Murray O’Hair was 

not involved in this case. The suit was 
filed in 1969 by Thomas B. Allen, an 
Episcopal priest, George Malzone, a 
Catholic priest, James E. Curry of the Na
tional Capital Humanist Society, Edward 
L. Ericson of the American Ethical Socie
ty, and Eugene Lipman, a Jewish rabbi.)

In contrast to the American Legion 
group, the Christian Service Corps is a rel
atively well-organized group based in 
Washington which boasts on its board of 
directors such notable personalities as 
U.S. Senator Mark O. Hatfield, Sen. and 
Mrs. Howard H. Baker, Jr., Mr. and Mrs. 
David Eisenhower, Mrs. Mamie D. 
Eisenhower, Congressman and Mrs. Al
bert Quie, Mr. and Mrs. Sargent Shriver, 
Jr., Mayor and Mrs. Walter E. 
Washington, Rev. and Mrs. Tom Skinner 
and Mr. and Mrs. George Allen (he is the 
head coach of the Washington Redskins 
football team).

The CSC is sponsoring a live Christmas 
nativity drama on the grounds of the 

Washington Monument during the week 
preceding Christmas.

A spokesperson for Robert N. Meyers, 
president of the CSC, told Baptist Press 
that the project has attracted wide financial 
support. In addition, the U.S. Steel Corpo
ration is erecting a permanent structural 
foundation for the nativity drama, the 
Westinghouse Corporation is providing the 
electrical system, and an unnamed ar
chitectural firm is providing six different 
stage settings. All these services have been 
donated to CSC.

In spite of the plans of the three groups, 
many concerned religious people continue 
to protest the U.S. Court of Appeals divi
sion of last year, many apparently having 
been made aware of the action only recent
ly-

Irving Tubbs, a National Capital Parks 
Service official in the special events office 
told Baptist Pre& that in the past several 
weeks, a “few hundred” such letters have 
been received and answered. “Every one 
must be answered,” he said.
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Ceremonial Prayers
(Continued

need to be aware of the delicate matter of 
invocations and prayers at dedications and 
other ceremonial occasions. Consideration 
should be given to:

“a. Respect for the various formulas 
for prayer which individuals may find 
themselves conscientiously bound to use 
while participating in a community-wide 
experience;

“b. An awareness of the diversity of 
the faiths and affiliations of those present; 
and

“c. Good manners and taste with re
spect to all concerned.”

Eight Conclusions
The pamphlet ended with eight conclu

sions about religion and public schools.
1. “Religion is a factor in life and soci

ety. Therefore, information about religion 
is proper for discussion and treatment in 
public schools.

2. “Knowledge about religion and the 
influence of religious values on American 
culture and world history is a valuable a^ 
indispensable part of a person’s total edu-

«<jff!on.
x-*

Catholic Bishops,
(continued 

Church. We are pleased to continue and in
tensify this dialogue with the Catholic col
leges and universities of the United States.

“To this end, the Chairman <?f the USCC 
Committee on Education convened a meet
ing between members of the committee and 
representatives of the Catholic colleges and 
universities, held in Washington, D.C., on 
December 13. The meeting, which was 
carefully prepared over a six-month period, 
was most cordial and productive.

“We recognize that we face a crisis 
which challenges th’e very survival of 
Catholic colleges and universities, because 
of extraordinary and grave financial bur
dens.

at Public Functions
from p. 3)

3. “Neither personal nor corporate re
ligion is the function of the public schools.

4. “The free exercise of religion both 
by pupils and school personnel is guaran
teed by the U.S. Constitution and must be 
protected by public authorities.

5. “Public power and public office are 
inappropriate agencies for religious pro
motion and practice.

6. “Religious leaders should recognize 
that teaching about religion in public 
schools is an educational function, ad
ministered by public school authority and 
financed by public funds.

7. “Cooperative planning by school au
thorities, religious leaders and parents 
should result in an understanding of the 
proper role of the school, the church and 
the home in teaching religion.

8. “Tensions about religion in the 
schools can usually be resolved by discus
sion groups and a spirit of cooperation 
avoiding arbitrary demands, legal action, 
constitutional amendments, or abdication 
of responsibility by school authorities.”

Educators Consult
from p. 6)

“Nevertheless, we are firmly convinced 
of the need for Catholic colleges and uni
versities, and of the important service they 
render the Church. We assert that the 
Church must have Catholic colleges and 
universities, which are the institutional 
embodiments of critical intelligence, enabl
ing the Gospel to penetrate our culture.

“We note the unique role of our Catholic 
colleges, and their particular needs, distinct 
from universities yet serving the majority 
of our students who attend Catholic institu
tions of higher learning.

“In the same way we recognize our duty 
to bring a Catholic dimension into all higher 
education, whether secular or religious.

“Therefore we intend, in our dialogue,
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not only to reflect further on the practical 
questions of how a college or university can 
be truly Catholic, but on how the whole 
Church, which gave the world the first great 
universities, can continue to be 
university-minded.

“We pledge to do this in a spirit of 
mutual trust and understanding between 
hierarchy and leaders of our colleges and 
universities, joined in common service to 
the People of God.

“We express the highest confidence in 
the leadership of Catholic higher educa
tion. We have noted their concern for the 
Catholic faith and their commitment to the 
apostolic mission of the Church in which it 
is their duty and privilege to participate.”
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