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China-
Thè
Sleeping
Giant
Awakes
By R oland R. H egstad

Will China’s new “ open 
door” policy toward 
the West mean opportu
nities for American 
missionaries to 
Christianize China’s one 
billion inhabitants? Will 
true religious liberty 
reign after nearly thirty 
years of oppression?

I had ju s t reached  fo r  m y key  on the 
num bered board  in the hotel lobby 

w hen I heard  the singing:
“ W hen I w as a seeker, I sought both  

night and day ;
“ I asked  the L o rd  to  help m e, and  5 

H e show ed m e th e  w ay . . . ”
It c o u ld n ’t be! I to ld  m yself. N o t in |  

N ann ing ! N o t in the P eople’s Republic  
o f  C hina!

B ut there , crow ded  a round  the  co lor 
television set, w ere th e  hotel em ploy
ees and guests. A nd on th e  screen , 
during w hat A m erican TV  people  call 
p r im e  tim e , I sa w  a r e d - ja c k e te d  
A m erican b o y s’ choir.

The cam era zoom ed  in c lose , past
The old and the new In Canton. the  energetic m ale d irec to r, to  scan  the
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fro n t row : a husky  fifth- o r sixth- 
g rader, m outh  open , face  con to rted  
w ith the effort o f h itting a  high no te ; a 
ca rro t-topped  freck led  face ; a je t-b lack  
jun io r edition of “ D r. J . ”  (Julius E rv- 
ing). M aybe sixty boys in th ree  row s. 
A nd they  are singing, singing w ith the 
evangelistic  zeal o f a Salvation  A rm y 
m ajo r m aking an a lta r call to  hungry 
sinners;

“ G o, tell it on the m ountain , O ver 
the hills and e v ’ryw here ;

“ G o, tell it on the m ountain  T hat 
Je su s C hrist is b o rn !”

A few  days earlie r a guide had a f
firm ed th a t she knew  ab o u t C hris tian 
ity . “ B ut w ho is J e s u s? ”  she had 
asked . A  few  m ore v isits by A m erican 
cho irs, I  though t, and  she might find 
the answ er.

T he story  of C hina is the sto ry  of 
people . People as now here  else in the 
w orld . M ore than  900 million o f them . 
W hile y o u ’re reading th is artic le  (un
less y o u ’re  a speed  reader), about 
12,000 C hinese will be born . E ach  year, 
desp ite  th e  g o v ern m en t’s em phasis on 
b irth  con tro l (fam ilies m ay be p e 
nalized by having w ages and benefits 
taken  aw ay if a th ird  child is born), 
enough C hinese are  born  to  equal the 
population  of all th e  s ta tes  o f th e  E ast
ern  seaboard , from  M aine to  F lorida, 
excep ting  only N ew  Y ork  S tate! T h a t’s 
ab o u t forty -six  million.

N ow here , it seem s, can  you go in 
C hina and be a lone. People  crow d 
sidew alks, parks, and coun try  lanes. 
T h e y  liv e  five to  a ro o m , sh a r in g  
bath room  and k itchen  privileges— in 
the rare  cases w here there  is indoor 
plum bing.

B icycles congest city  s tree ts— there 
are  no privately  ow ned  cars  in China. 
People crow d a round  to  view  anything 
th a t rep resen ts  a change from  the en 
during drudgery  and  sam eness of their 
days— a busload  o f A m ericans; the 
magic of Polaroid p ic tu res grow ing into 
the ir likeness and given them  by to u r
ists; new s bulletins on walls.

People. Sm all— m ost are  not m uch 
m ore than  five fee t. W iry. Intelligent. 
H ard-w orking. U n ed u ca ted , in the 
main— the Red G uards saw  to  tha t. 
Few  live o ver the subsistence  level tha t 
ch arac te rizes  the w o rld ’s 1.2 billion 
poor. F or cen tu ries  fam ines have ra 
vaged C hina, killing a  million one year, 
5 million ano ther. (The figures fall so 
casually  from  o n e ’s lips in the co n tex t 
o f nearly  one billion people.) E ven  now 
hundreds o f thousands in K ansu  and 
G uizhou prov inces are  suffering m al
n u tr i t io n  b e c a u s e  o f  a  p r o t r a c te d  
drought.

C h in a ’s p e o p le ,  r a th e r  th a n  h e r  
arm ed  fo rces, m ake her a fac to r in 
w orld  politics. C h ina’s recognition  tha t 
she is a  paper tiger— though w ith a few  
nuclea r tee th —-has m otivated , in part, 
her turn  to  the W est. A no ther fac to r, of 
cou rse , hinges on her need to feed  her 
people.

C h ina’s m asses in the eigh teen th  
cen tu ry  m oved N apoleon  to  w rite : 
“ C hina? T here  lies a sleeping giant. 
L et him sleep , fo r w hen he aw akes he 
will m ove the w o rld .”  H er m asses also 
im pelled H istorian  A rnold T oynbee to  
pred ic t: “ T he tw enty-first cen tu ry  will 
belong to  C hina. T hey will be tw o fifths 
o f the hum an race  by th e n .”

It is to  tha t cen tury  tha t C h in a ’s 
leaders have po in ted  her, seeking to 
bridge, in tw en ty  years , th e  tech n o 
logical gap tha t im perils her very  ex is t
ence , e ither through w idespread  fam 
ines, in ternal chaos, o r w ar w ith her 
socialist neighbor to  the north .

D uring my seventeen-day  visit to  the 
P eo p le ’s R epublic o f C hina last fall, I 
saw  m any ev idences o f C h in a’s d ra 
m atic tu rn  to  th e  W est. In Peking I 
heard  V ice-President M óndale address 
the  studen ts and  facu lty  o f Peking 
U niversity  on national te lev is ion , the 
first tim e any  A m erican G overnm ent 
official had spoken d irectly  to  the  citi
zens o f this C om m unist land. A nd 
th ree  tim es a day , in five m ajo r c ities , I 
saw  C hinese w orkers and s tuden ts  
pause to  ponder an English language 
lesson on te levison. S tuden ts stopped  
m e on the s tree ts  to  try  ou t the ir E ng
lish and to  ask  about the industrial 
m arvels o f the U nited  S ta tes. All w ere 
aw are of the G reat L eap  O utw ard  p ro 
m oted by P rem ier Teng H siao -p ’ing.

T he task  will be m onum ental. W ith 
nearly  five tim es the population  o f the 
U nited  S ta tes, C hina has only one fifth 
the gross national p roduct. O nly one 
ten th  of C h ina’s land is suitable fo r 
agriculture. P er cap ita  incom e is less 
than  $400 a year. C hina has little hard 
cu rrency , and the cost o f T eng ’s goals 
is estim ated  at a staggering $800 billion 
by 1985!

Ironically  the m an w ho set C hina on 
a  course tow ard  se lf-respect and self
dependency  also is largely responsib le  
fo r C hina’s continuing backw ardness. 
By refusing  to support an effective 
b irth -contro l p rogram , M ao T se-tung 
ensured  subsistence-level food  and in 
com e fo r the nex t generation  of C hin
ese. By h is d isastrous G reat L eap  F o r
w ard econom ic push and  subsequen t 
C ultural R evolu tion , he p ro s tra ted  
C h ina’s anem ic econom y.

M ao had s ta rted  the C ultural R evo

lu tion  to  purify th e  m ovem ent, to  w ipe 
o u t class d is tinc tions, and to  light the 
fire o f revolu tion  in th e  h ea rts  o f youth  
w ho had never fired a gun. M ao had  no 
use  fo r b u reau cra ts , specialists , and 
techn ic ians. T here  could  be no elite in 
C hina. So offices and  labo ra to ries w ere 
em ptied , the ir skilled w orkers sen t off 
to  farm s and  fac to rie s  to  experience  a 
political conversion . A s the revo lu tion  
con tinued , libraries w ere  bu rned , p ro 
fesso rs  pulled from  the un iversity  
c lassroom s, along w ith th e ir b righ test 
s tu d en ts , to  spend  a  decade on rem ote 
ru ral com m unes. In te llec tuals w ere 
sneered  at as “ stinking p ersons o f the 
n in th  ca te g o ry ,”  th e  o th er ca tegories 
including “ renegades, sp ies, land lo rds, 
and  bad p eo p le .”  Sm all w onder m il
lions died during th e  1966-1978 social 
experim en t.

T oday  som e 3,500 C hinese s tu d en ts  
a re  studying in un iversities o f the 
W estern  w orld. C om petitive exam ina
tions have been res to red  in m ainland 
c lassroom s, b u t it will be decades b e 
fore  C hinese education  ca tches up w ith 
even  to d a y ’s level in the W est. A cross 
C hina, c itizens are  being challenged to  
ass ist in achieving fou r m odern iza
tions— in ag ricu ltu re , science and  te ch 
nology, industry , and  national defense . 
A n d  th e  W e s te rn  w o rld  w o n d e rs  
w hether C hina might no t find insp ira
tion fo r a fifth m odern ization— in d e 
m ocracy . A nd C hristians a re  asking 
w hether th ere  m ight no t be a six th— in 
religion.

Will American m issionaries get an 
o th er chance  to  C hristian ize C hina? 
O p tim is ts  c i te  f a v o r a b le  s ig n s : In  
M arch , 1979, tw enty-tw o P ro te stan t 
m in isters from  H ong K ong w ere  ad 
m itted  to  R ed C hina to  fe llow ship  w ith 
P ro tes tan t leaders w ho had  no t m et 
W e s te rn  C h r is t ia n s  fo r  th ir ty - f iv e  
years . In A ugust a delegation  o f C hin
ese B uddhists, C hris tians, and M os
lem s a ttended  an in ternational co n fe r
e n c e  in P r in c e to n ,  N e w  J e r s e y .  
C hristian  churches are  being opened  in 
C hinese c ities , and  100,000 copies o f a 
C hinese Bible are  being p rin ted  in tha t 
a the is t land. T he T hree-S elf M ove
m ent, com prising P ro te stan t churches 
of C hina, once m ore is function ing , 
a fte r being pu t ou t o f business by the 
C ultural R evolution .

F u rth er, C h ina’s new  leaders are 
pointing  C hristians to  guaran tees o f re 
ligious freedom  in the C onstitu tion  of 
the  P eop le’s R epublic. T he deathb low  
dealt religion during the C ultural R ev 
o lution  is being b lam ed on M adam e 
M ao and her colleagues o f the infa-
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m ous G ang o f F ou r. Z hao P uchu , a c t
ing p res iden t o f th e  C hinese B uddhist 
A ssocia tion  and  head  of the  C hinese 
delegation  th a t v isited  P rince ton , says 
th a t “ the policy  o f freedom  o f religion 
has been well im plem ented  since the 
fall o f the G ang o f F our. M any c le r
gym en h av e  resum ed  th e ir p osts. R eli
g ious serv ices in chu rches and  tem ples 
a re  being held . R esearch  w ork  on reli
gion has s ta rted , and  religious o rgan i
za tions a re  being re s tru c tu red  and 
filled o u t.”

Is all th is really  ev idence tha t m is
sionaries again will “ go, tell it on the 
m ountain , o v e r the hills [of C h in a’s 
in terio r] and  e v ’ry w here . . . th a t Jesus 
C hrist is b o rn ” ?

I w ould like to  believe it. B ut the 
lessons o f re cen t h is to ry  are  fresh  in 
m y m ind, im prin ted  deeply  by a  fo rm er 
C hristian  leader I m et in C hina.

W hen he w alked  in to  the  ho tel room , 
I sized him  up  as a  m an used  to  com 
m and. T hough in his m id-70’s, he ra 
d iated  in telligence and  self-con tro l. A 
m a n  u n a f r a id  o f  m an  o r  d e v il ,  I 
though t. A nd I rem em bered  a  day  in 
1951 . . .

G uards m arch before and  behind him  
as he m oves tow ard  the fro n t o f  the 
auditorium . W ith two o ther C hristian  
leaders he is led to the p la tform  and  
seated. A  young m an begins, som ew hat 
nervously, it seem s, to  read an a ccu sa 
tion paper. F aces frozen  into m asks o f  
hostility , the audience o f  a thousand  
people w atches and  listens.

A s  the list o f  “c r im es” is recited, 
they begin to  stir  and  then to  shout, as if  
an unseen director has scrip ted  their 
perform ance— “S ta n d  up! S ta n d  u p !"  
A  teen-age girl leaps to  her fee t and  
shou ts threateningly. Then, a lm o st as if  
she is a cheerleader, the group yells 
together, “K ick  them  ou t o f  the church!  
M ake them  p a y  the b lood d e b t!”

A  cry arises th a t has no exact E ng
lish equivalent. I t m eans th a t a m a n 's  
guilt is a ssum ed  and  th a t revenge m ust 
be taken.

From  the audience com e w itnesses to  
tes tify  against the m an. A  w idow  em 
p loyed  in a church publishing house  
tells o f  the m anager’s callousness to  her 
needs and  o f  her a ttem p ts to  care fo r  
tw o children. She po in ts  an accusing  
finger a t one o f  the m en. H is fa ce  is 
white. T heaud iencebeg in sto shou t: “Get 
on your knees! G et o n y o u r  kn ees!” Then, 
derisively, “R epen t! R e p e n t!”

A b o ve  the accusa tions the hysterical 
shrieks o f  the teen-age girl can be heard. 
H er voice pierces the babble like a knife 
hurled a t the m en. Then, as they are 
fo rced  to their fee t, one cry swells into a

m acabre s tacca to  chorus: “K ill them ! 
K ill th e m !”

The time was 1951. The place: the 
in terio r o f th e  A llen M em orial church  
in Shanghai. T he accused  w ere three 
leaders o f th e  C hristian  church  in 
C h in a . A n d  w h o  w e re  th o s e  w ho  
shou ted  fo r the ir b lood? W orkers from  
a C hristian  publishing house , staff 
m em bers from  a C hristian  hospital, 
s tuden ts and teachers  from  C hristian  
schools. C arefu lly  o rch es tra ted  by 
governm en t, yes, bu t church  m em bers!

H e spoke to  m e o f that day and  its 
a fte rm ath  w ithout anger o r recrim ina
tion . I m arveled  bo th  at his spirit and at 
his ability to  phrase  his thoughts in 
E nglish, a fte r  so m any years w ithout 
using the language.

H e had spen t tw elve years in prison, 
som e in solitary  confinem ent, able to 
com m unicate  w ith his fam ily only once 
a y ear by postcard . D uring the Red 
G uard  d ep reda tions , millions o f C hin
ese had died , som e fo r the ir fa ith  in 
G od, som e because  o f their acqua in t
ance  w ith fo re igners , som e because  
they  had re latives in W estern  coun 
tries , o thers fo r one caprice o r ano ther. 
F o r a tim e it had seem ed that he too 
m ust die. B ut he had survived, and  the 
church  had surv ived , though not in its 
institu tionalized  form .

The new  governm en t is com m itted  to 
rec tify ing , as fa r  as possib le, the in jus
tices o f those  y ears . Tw o of the three 
C hristian  leaders have been pardoned  
bu t no t y e t rehab ilita ted— though they 
expec t tha t to  com e. Said m y visitor: 
“ W e m ust no t fo rget tha t the church , 
too , has m ade m istakes. . . . W e m ust 
no t fo rget w hat they  w ere. T hey m ust 
no t be re p e a te d .”

Following the revolution  o f 1949, 
M ao prom ised tha t under his benevo
len t d ic ta to rsh ip , a  hundred  flowers 
(d iverse ideas) could  bloom . B ut then  
o rders w ere g iven to  p luck the petals 
. . . the  different pe tals. In C hina they 
w anted  no one to  w alk to the beat o f a 
differen t d rum m er— and particu larly  to  
a W estern  d rum m er. C hristians and 
o th er believers in G od suffered  no t so 
m uch because  they  w ere religious but 
because  they  w ere different. A nd be
cause that d ifference, in the case  of 
C h r is t ia n s ,  id e n tif ie d  th e m  w ith  
“ W estern  im peria lism .”

A C hinese physician  told m e of his 
ordeal. A C hristian  educated  in the 
U nited  S ta tes , he had w orshiped w ith 
his fam ily in th e  security  o f their hom e 
a f t e r  th e  R ed  G u a rd  c lo s e d  th e  
chu rches. Soon, though , it becam e

dangerous to  w orsh ip  at all. T he fa n a t
ical youth  o f the G uard  had invaded  his 
hom e, w heeled  his p iano— a W estern  
instrum en t and  hence unaccep tab le—  
off his porch  and  sm ashed  it. T hey 
hurled  his books on to  a bonfire. All 
w ere rem inders o f ano ther w orld , an 
im perialistic  w orld , and of its banefu l 
influence. W estern  b o o k s, W estern  
ideas, W estern  religions— all th re a t
ened the new  experim en t in M arxist- 
L enin ism  and w ere, it w as supposed , 
ev idences o f d isloyalty  and even  trea 
son.

T he W estern  w orld know s little of 
the te rro r o f those  days. P erhaps the 
excesses o f the youthfu l zea lo ts can 
best be told by repeating  C hou E n-la i’s 
lam ent to a W estern  d ip lom at during 
th e  tu rn  to  the W est. H e had , he  said, 
spen t tw o days barricaded  in his office 
during the w orst o f the trouble.

W e are  to ld  now  th a t th e  excesses 
w ere d irected  by the G ang o f Four. 
A nd so had arisen  leaders to  overth row  
them . A nd M ao is no longer a god, his 
little red  book no longer th e  C hinese 
B ible, though little d irec t criticism  of 
him  is yet heard . B ut the m illions w ho 
file p as t his p ro s tra te  fo rm  in the Pe
king m ausoleum  know  now  th a t he w as 
only a m an. M ortal. Fallible. W ith 
b lem ishes on his face  and  on his lead
ersh ip . T hey know  now , because  they  
have been told.

And one w onders w hat they  will 
know  tom orrow , w hen once  again they  
are  told . . . W hen th e ir hopes o f a new  
li fe ,  an e a s ie r  l i fe ,  a m o d e rn iz e d , 
m echanized life are  not realized  as 
soon as they  had hoped— o r no t re
alized a t all. F o r over every  hope o f a 
new  tom orrow , over every  plan  fo r 
m odern ization , o ver every  m arriage, 
over every  b irth , tow er the shadow s of 
people, nearly  one billion of them . And 
in those  shadow s is w ritten  the fu tu re  
of C hina, o f its experim en t in M arxist- 
Leninism , and , I suspect, o f th e  church  
in C hina. The fu tu re  o f religion itself, 
the  fu tu re  o f hope itself— both  will be 
determ ined  by th e  reality  o f people, 
people w ho have in com m on w ith all 
hum anity  the  hunger fo r a b e tte r  life, 
bu t above all, pe rhaps , hunger . . .

What, then, of religious freedom  in 
C hina? C an we expect tha t W estern  
m issionaries once again will tell the 
gospel sto ry  th roughou t th a t vast na
tion?

I shall ven tu re  tw o untim id genera l
izations, though w ith the m em ory of 
C h este r to n ’s observation : “ All gener
a l iz a t io n s  a re  f a l s e ,  in c lu d in g  th is  
o n e .”
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1. China will no t perm it true religious 
liberty to  flourish. T he fundam ental 
an tipa thy  betw een  M arxist-L eninism  
on the one hand  and C hristian ity  on the 
o th er will p rev en t it. T o the M arxist, 
religion is e ither a tool to  be used by the 
sta te  o r an enem y to be d estroyed ; to 
the C hris tian , M arx ists a re  souls to  be 
w on.

A key  article on religion appeared  
M arch 15, 1979, in th e  People ’s D aily  of 
Peking. It asked  the question  “ W hat is 
C h in a’s view  o f the p eo p le ’s ‘freedom  
of b e lie f ,’ w hat is ‘feudal su p e rstitio n ’ 
th a t we oppose  and should  elim inate?”

T he answ er: “A ll w orsh ip  of super
natu ral fo rces can be called supersti
tion . ’ ’

T he artic le  spoke o f re lig ion’s obvi
o u s  “ n e g a tiv e  r o l e ”  in  m ak in g  
“ w orkers settle  back  in the face  of 
natu ral and  class struggle and  ‘subm it 
to  th e  w ill o f  H e a v e n . ’ T h e re fo r e  
M arxism  says: ‘Religion is the opiate 
tha t lulls the sp irits o f people , and is 
the too l by w hich the exploiting  class 
con tro ls th e  p eo p le .’ M arxists  all op 
pose religions in any fo r m .’’ (Italics 
supplied .)

A nd how  does the C hinese G overn 
m ent p ropose to  solve the problem  of 
religion?

F irst, it suggests re liance  on “ elim i
nation  of c lasses and  on the d issem ina
tion and developm ent o f cu ltu re  and 
sc ience, w hich are  long-term  m a tte rs .”

Second , the artic le  con tinues, “ b e 
fo re  people  have tho roughly  tran s
form ed their be lie fs, w e m ust recog
nize, perm it, and resp ec t the beliefs of 
the m asses o f p eo p le .”

B ut— in support o f m y generaliza
tion— we should no te  tha t it is belief, 
no t practice, o f religion tha t is to  be 
respec ted . A rticle 46 of the new  co n 
stitu tion  says: “ T he people have fre e 
dom  of belief and  freedom  not to be

lie v e  in  re lig io n  an d  to  p ro p a g a te  
a th e ism .”  T here  is no freedom  to 
propagate  religion.

W hy, then , a re  chu rches , m osques, 
a n d  o th e r  re l ig io u s  e d if ic e s  b e in g  
opened? W hy has the governm en t ex 
pressed  regret fo r the “ serious dam 
age”  done to  religion under the Cul
tural R evolution?

F or th ree reasons: (1) as an incentive 
to  the W est to  assist in C h in a’s m od
ern iza tion ; (2) because  C h ina’s leaders 
believe th a t religions m ust eventually  
die as M arxist-L eninism  d em onstra tes 
its superio rity ; and (3) to ach ieve unity  
as the nation  tack les the G reat L eap  
O utw ard . E vidences con tinue to  su r
face  of g rave un res t am ong a people 
w ho, fo r m ore than  a q u arte r o f a  cen 
tu ry , have been deprived  o f m any of 
the ir b irth righ ts, exhausted  by the class 
struggle and severe ru le, and held in 
virtual political serfdom .

A p hysic ian ’s te rse  com m ent to  an 
A m erican pa tien t in N anning  m ay have 
w idespread  echoes: “ All w e get in our 
m edical training is p ro p ag an d a .”  P res
ervation  o f C h ina’s G overnm ent itself 
m ay depend on relaxation  o f contro ls 
on the populace . But in speaking of 
re laxation , w e m ust have a realistic 
v iew  of w hat is m eant.

The guidelines recen tly  published for 
reopening  chu rches in C hina (see box) 
lead me to  this second  m ajo r genera l
ization:

2. The best thing W estern C hristians 
can do fo r  their Chinese brothers and  
sisters is to keep hands o ff— “over the 
hills and e v ’ryw here .”

It w as the c h u rch ’s identification 
w ith “ im perialism ”  that caused  m any 
o f its w oes a fte r the 1949 revo lu tion ; 
regulations 5 and 6 (see box) highlight 
C h in a’s continued fear o f con tac ts w ith 
the W est.

T he nam e o f the o rgan ization  th a t, 
u nder the R eligious A ffairs B ureau , 
con tro ls C hristian  affairs in C hina 
com m unicates C h in a’s de term ination  
never again to  be dom inated  by fo r
eigners: th e  T hree-S elf M ovem ent 
(self-supporting , self-governing, and 
self-propagating). T he m eaning is ob 
v ious: C hina will b rook  no financial 
inducem ents , no adm in istra tive  ties 
w ith W estern  chu rches (the reason  the 
R om an C atholic C hurch  in C hina co n 
secra ted  its ow n b ishop , let R om e do 
w hat it m ay), and no evangelizing from  
outside the coun try .

Som e C hinese C hris tians, p a rticu 
larly in rural a reas , m ay be expected  to  
resist involvem ent w ith the T hree-Self 
M ovem ent. T hey  will con tinue  to  m eet 
in hom es— w ith w hat penalty  rem ains 
to  be seen. I  expec t to  see a sp lit in 
C hinese C hristian  ranks over this issue, 
w ith city  C hristians coopera ting  w ith 
T hree-S elf (there  will be little choice) 
and rural C hris tians arguing, as do 
“ un d erg ro u n d ”  C hristians in th e  So
viet U nion, th a t they  canno t in good 
conscience fellow ship  w ithin an o r 
gan iza tion  con tro lled  by an a theist 
sta te .

So the tides of religious to lerance  will 
ebb  and flow in C hina, accord ing  to  
decisions by those  w ho in te rp re t the 
M arx ist d ialectic . A few  flow ers will 
b loom , only to  be p lucked , should 
the ir co lors a ttra c t too  m any adm irers.

H ow ever, w e should take courage in 
this: The church  has surv ived  th irty- 
five years now , w hen m any W estern  
C hristian  leaders thought it dead . A nd 
today it reflects m ore nearly  the N ew  
T estam en t church  than  w hen the p e r
secu tion  began.

C an we then  do nothing fo r C hinese 
C hristians?

A good ru le fo r C hristian  leaders in 
the W est: G ive help  only as C hinese 
C hristians ask  fo r it, and  give it in 
the w ay they  ask  fo r it— if they  ask  at 
all. T o seek to  estab lish  conduits fo r 
m oney o r adm inistrative con tro ls en d 
ing in non-C hinese hands can  m ean 
only fu rth e r problem s fo r the church  in 
China.

A m ore hum ble and  realistic  re 
sponse might be to ask  how  w e can 
a tta in  to  the quality  o f d iscip leship  th a t 
ch arac te rizes  to d a y ’s C hinese C hris
tians. The hum anism , secularism , and 
m oral ro t o f the W est w ould seem  to 
w arran t ou r asking C hinese C hristians 
to  send m issionaries to  us, to  sound  the 
m essage am id the m ountains o f ou r 
m aterialism  and the hills o f ou r d isbe
lief, that Je su s C hrist is born! □

Limits of Governmental Tolerance

R ecently  published guidelines fo r reopening  churches in C hina clearly  define 
the lim its o f governm enta l to lerance  tow ard  religion:

1. D o not p ropagate  religion to  youth  and children  under 18 years  o f age.
2. Do no t p ropagate  religion to  any governm ent cad res , as they  are  not 

au tho rized  to  believe in any religion.
3. Religious ac tiv ities are  to  be carried  ou t only in churches approved  fo r such 

m eetings.
4. Do no t p ropagate  any religion ou tside  the churches o r tem ples.
5. Do not have any  co n tac t w ith religious organizations outside o f C hina.
6 . Do not accep t any financial help from  foreign organizations.
7. Speeches, ca tech ism s, and religious educational m aterials m ust first be 

approved  by the R eligious A ffairs B ureau  befo re  their use.
8 . N o religious m eetings should be  held in hom es.
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Religious liberty  m ay be experienc
ing a g rea t leap fo rw ard  in the 

P eo p le ’s R epublic o f C hina, now  th a t 
th e  opp ressive  G ang o f F o u r has lost 
pow er, bu t apparen tly  the new  g o vern 
m en t has y e t to  define clearly  the rights 
o f be lievers and  the ir chu rches.

T he n ine C h inese delegates (three 
B uddh ists , fo u r C hris tians, tw o  M os
lem s) to  the T hird  W orld C onference  
on Religion and  Peace  (W C R P III), 
w hich convened  a t P rinceton  T heolog
ical Sem inary  in la te  A ugust and early  
S ep tem ber, seem ed to  bubble  over 
w ith en thusiasm  of the ir red iscovered  
freedom .

M r. Z hao  Puchu , head o f the C hin
ese  delegation  to  W C R P III and  acting 
p res iden t o f the B uddhist A ssociation  
o f C hina, po in ted  ou t th a t C hina is a  
m ultireligious coun try  w ith m illions of 
B uddh ists , M oslem s, C hristians (in
cluding P ro testan ts  and R om an C ath o 
lics), and T aoists.

“ S ince th e  estab lishm en t o f the Peo
p le ’s R epublic o f C hina, the  P eo p le ’s 
G overnm en t has a ttach ed  g reat im por
tance  to  safeguard ing  religious fre e 
dom , as is explicitly  stipu lated  in the 
C o n s titu tio n ,”  he said. “ All religions 
are  equal in sta tu s. E ach  has its own 
o rgan izations and carries  on its ow n 
relig ious ac tiv ities. R eligious adheren ts 
are  to  en joy  norm al religious life. The 
C hris tians in C hina have m ade signifi
can t progress in prom oting  in their 
chu rches self-governm ent, se lf-sup
port, and  se lf-p ropaga tion .”

Z hao Puchu  adm itted  tha t “ the vi
cious ‘G ang o f F o u r’ b rought about 
serious dam ages in all fields, and reli
gion w as certa in ly  no t exem pted . But 
in the b rie f period  o f less than  th ree 
years since th e  dow nfall [in 1976] o f the 
‘G ang o f F o u r ,’ rehab ilita tion  and  de
velopm ent in all fields o f w ork in the 
coun try  have been  speedily  going on. 
T he P eo p le ’s G overnm en t is m aking 
every  effort to  im plem ent its various 
policies. T he policy of religious fre e 
dom  is again being seriously  im ple
m en ted  in acco rdance  w ith co n stitu 
tional stipu lation . N ew  steps are  being 
taken  to  resum e religious ac tiv ities in 
chu rches and  tem ples in accordance  
w ith p ractical needs. R eligious organi
za tions a re  on the w ay o f conso lida
tio n .”

B ishop Ding G uangxun, v ice-presi
den t o f the N ational C om m ittee o f the 
P ro testan t C hurches of C hina fo r Self- 
A d m in is t r a t io n ,  S e lf -S u p p o r t ,  an d  
Self-P ropagation  o f the  G ospel (the 
T hree-S elf G roup), adm itted  tha t som e 
C hinese religious leaders w ould like to  
see a change in the national constitu -

After 
the Gang 
of Four, 
a Great 

Leap 
Forward

By R obert W . N ixon

tion , A rticle 46 of w hich guaran tees 
“ freedom  to  believe in religion and 
freedom  not to  believe in relig ion”  bu t 
guaran tees only  the freedom  “ to  p rop 
agate a th e ism .”  H e said th e  govern 
m ent is studying  a proposal to  re tu rn  to  
the language o f the first constitu tion  of 
the P eo p le ’s R epublic, w hich guaran 
teed  religious freedom  w ithout limiting 
propagation  to  atheism .

B ishop Ding poin ted  ou t th a t the new  
A rticle 146 of the C rim inal Code m akes 
it a  crim e fo r governm en t personnel to 
v io late the  religious freedom  of citi
zens, w ith conv ictions carry ing im pris
onm ent o f up to  tw o years.

B ishop Ding said th e  u ltra-leftist 
G ang o f F o u r tried  to  erad ica te  reli
gion, “ ju s t as the policy is now  in A l
bania. All churches in the big cities 
w ere closed . C hristians held spon tane
o u s  m e e tin g s  in  h o m e s  a n d  o th e r  
p laces, w ith lay persons generally  
leading ou t in serv ices. Som e old-tim e 
m in is te r s  w h o  w e r e n ’t ‘r e s p e c te d ’ 
d id n ’t like such hom e m eetings, but 
m ost even tua lly  got used  to  i t .”

B ishop Ding pred ic ted  that C hristi
anity  in C hina will take  tw o basic 
fo rm s: ( 1) hom e chu rches w ith eighteen 
to  tw en ty  w orsh ipers, especially  fo r 
P ro tes tan ts , charac te rized  as “ fulfill
ing”  and “ in tim a te ,”  w ith p rayers, 
B ible read ings, and discussions about 
the  B ible, and (2) gatherings based  on a 
form al liturgy in church  buildings.

B ishop Ding said th e  T hree-S elf 
G roup  is basically  a political organ iza

tion tha t a fte r  the revo lu tion  led ou t in 
nationalization  of C hinese P ro testan t 
church  g roups. H e said he w as u n ce r
tain  as to  how  th e  T hree-S elf G roup  
w ould function  in the fu tu re , bu t since 
it is political, he suggested it w ould not 
be involved in purely  religious m atters.

As fo r prin ted  religious m aterials, 
B ishop Ding suggested th a t since the 
m ainland C hinese language is now  d if
fe ren t from  all o th ers , religious m ateri
als will have to  originate w ithin C hina. 
H e said a special com m ittee  is updating  
the language in the C hinese translation  
o f the Bible. The goal is to  have the 
N ew  T estam en t and Psalm s in m anu
scrip t form  by early  1980, w ith the 
prin ted  Bible ready  fo r d istribu tion  
la ter tha t year. H e said scholars are 
translating  o ther W estern  books on 
C hristian ity .

As fo r m inisterial tra in ing , B ishop 
Ding said the Socialist s tru c tu re  m akes 
it w rong to  give five years o f sem inary  
study  to individuals and  then send them  
out to “ tell C hristians w hat to  d o .”  So 
the national church  body— apparen tly  
he conceives o f a b road ly  ecum enical 
g ro u p  to  sh e p h e rd  all P r o te s ta n t  
churches— will have a special d ep a rt
m ent o f training to p repare  w ritten  m a
te r ia ls  th a t  w ill e n a b le  “ f a c to r y  
w orkers and o th e rs”  to  tra in  fo r the 
m inistry  in the ir spare  tim e. H e said 
m ore form al training s ta rted  in early  
1979 at the C enter fo r R eligious S tudies 
a t N anking U niversity  as p art o f the 
g o v ern m en t's  policy o f religious free 
dom . The b ishop said tha t a lready 
o th er un iversity  d epartm en ts— such as 
p h i lo s o p h y  a n d  h is to r y — h a v e  r e 
quested  lec tu res . N inety  listeners cam e 
to  the first lec tu re , he said. H e said 
fu tu re  lec tu res will concern  the Bible 
as lite ra tu re  and will try  to  in troduce 
C hristian ity  as know ledge, bu t “ no t as 
p reach in g .”  O ther delegates indicated  
th a t  B u d d h is ts  a n d  M o s le m s  w e re  
“ considering estab lishm ent o f sem in
aries in Peking, though p lans seem  to 
be quite u n c e rta in .”

B ishop Ding said apparen tly  the 
story  tha t the Jesu its  have been asked  
to  reopen  a m edical school in Shanghai 
is a rum or. H e suggested th a t non- 
C hinese C hristians m ay com e to  C hina 
as teach ers , “ bu t no t as m issionaries. 
The governm ent and C hristian  com 
m unities are no t willing to  have C hin
ese churches dena tio n a lized .”

Bishop Ding said the “ new  C hris
tianity  in C hina identifies w ith its peo 
ple and shares the ir sufferings and  as
pirations and  the ju s tice  o f the ir cause . 
T h a t’s th e  com m on g round  on  w hich 
the C hurch  in C hina m ust s ta n d .”  □
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"Over the 
hills and 
ev'rywhere.. /'

In contrast to the pervading press of 
people throughout China, a trip 
through the majestic dragon-humped 
hill country along the Likiang River 
offers solitude and silence; but 
Communism is present even here. All 
boat people are members of 
communes.
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From a Kweilin (Guilin) hotel 
window: sunset over the surrealist hills 
surrounding this southwestern Chinese 
city.

The ornate interior of a palace in 
the Forbidden City, former residence 
of the emperor, during the Ming and 
Manchu dynasties.

A girl practices on a Pipa (Chinese 
Lute) and a boy works with a model 
in a children's palace, one of a dozen 
in Peking. The site was the former 
headquarters of the Seventh-day 
Adventist Church in China.
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No, the young lady is not drinking 
Coca Cola. Chinese who had tasted 
the American drink thought it tasted 
like medicine. At nearly one third a 
day’s wages a bottle, it is too 
expensive for anyone but touring 
Westerners.

Cultural exhibitions inevitably 
featured acrobats, some of whom 
performed incredible feats of balance.
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Crowds wait to enter Mao Tse-tung 
Memorial Hall in Peking's T ’ien-an 
Men Square. Inside, visitors may view 
the recumbent Mao, his form 
protected by a guard of Red Army 
soldiers. In a former age, Chinese 
viewed the sleeping Buddha. Cast in 
1321, it is 16 feet long and weighs 54 
tons. Statues of Mao, such as this one 
in the Canton airport, are of more 
modest proportions. The Great Wall, 
some 2,500 miles long, hut with 
substructures totaling nearly 30,000 
miles, stands above comparison.
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Anne
Hutchinson
By M arjorie H . G ardner

If she were alive today, 
she’d be leading 
marchers for the ERA. 
But when it 
came to women’s lib 
in the colonies, 
she blew it!

The P uritan  ladies o f M assachuse tts  
B ay C olony ow ed m uch to  A nne 

M arbury  H utch in son . S h e ’s the one 
w ho got them  ou t o f the house  and 
p rodded  them  in to  thinking fo r them 
selves.

She has been  labeled “ F o u n d er of 
th e  F irst W om en’s Club in A m erica” 
and  “ F irs t W om an P reach er o f N ew  
E n g lan d ,”  a p restig ious accom plish
m en t in th a t chu rch -sta te  society . She 
w as also called  “ T he Joan  of Arc of 
N ew  E n g lan d .”

T he reco rds show  her to  have been 
endow ed w ith trem endous w it, in te l
lect, and personal m agnetism , and— of 
prim e concern  to  her peers— genuine 
spiritual fe rv o r. She w as a  born  leader. 
A t the beginning, her ac tiv ities had  the 
approval o f the estab lishm en t.

W ith so m uch going fo r her, w hy, 
then , w as she eventually  cast ou t o f the 
chu rch  and  ban ished  from  the co lony?

M arjorie G ardner is a free-lance writer 
in S co tts  Valley, C alifornia.
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T he troub le  w as th a t her ta len ts  w ere 
c o u n te r b a la n c e d  b y  so m e  n o ta b le  
fau lts .

B orn  in E ngland in 1591, ou r first 
fem in ist w as the d augh te r o f a free- 
th inking m in ister w hose ou tspoken  
op in ions k ep t him  in ho t w ater. H e w as 
hau led  befo re  the ecclesiastica l cou rt 
regularly  and sen t to  the hoosegow  a l
m o s t  a s  o f te n .  H e  w as  fin a lly  u n 
fro ck ed . H is d augh te r inherited  bo th  
h is brillian t, b o thersom e tongue and  his 
m u leh ead ed n ess.

A fte r m arry ing  one W illiam H u tch 
inson , A nne did not settle  dow n to 
being a housew ife . T hough she p ro 
ceeded  to  have one child  a f te r  an o th e r 
and  becam e proficient in m idw ifery  and 
the care  o f the sick , the H u tch insons 
had  th e  m eans fo r se rv an ts , th u s al
low ing A nne tim e to  involve herse lf 
w ith the m ajo r issues of the day— reli
g ion, religion, and religion!

F inding th e  creed  one could accep t 
w as a life-and-death  m atte r fo r ou r 
f o r e f a th e r s .  A n n e  p o re d  o v e r  th e  
new ly published  K ing Jam es V ersion 
o f the B ible, and in h e r search  fo r tru th  
v isited  every  church  w ithin accessib le  
d is tance . A s a resu lt, she said , “ T he 
L o rd  did d iscover to  m e all so rts  of 
m in isters and how  they  ta u g h t.”

She settled  on an unpopu lar doctrine 
(she w ould!), w hich p u t “ obed ience  to 
th e  S p ir it”  above law  o f chu rch  and  
s ta te , and on John  C o tton  as the m in
is te r w hose teach ings she could  accep t 
so w ho lehearted ly  as to  pack  servan ts, 
her husband , and fo u rteen  ch ild ren  and 
fo llow  to  th e  N ew  W orld.

S u re ly  W illiam  H u tc h in s o n  w a s  
broad-m inded  beyond  his tim e— or the 
m ost henpecked  m an in h isto ry .

T he fam ily arrived  in the B ay C olony 
in 1634 and se ttled  in B oston. T heir 
house  is thought to  have  been  spacious, 
if arch itec tu ra lly  plain, fu rn ished  w ith 
fine p ieces b rought from  E ngland. 
H ere , A nne began the fight fo r libera
tion  of the spirit— and the co n seq u en 
tial liberation  of w om en.

T he w om en w ere ready .
A m ong them  w ere m any w ho had 

borne the first b run t o f w ilderness co l
on ization . Som e w ere  “ g en tle fo lk ,”  
the p oe tess  A nne B rad stree t fo r one, 
w ho had left com fo rtab le , even luxuri
ous, hom es fo r the c ru d es t o f shelter. 
T he B ible and o th e r religious w ritings 
fo rm ed th e ir only read ing  m aterial; 
th e ir sole recrea tion  w as w alking to  
chu rch , sitting in chu rch , and w alking 
hom e from  church .

P re tty  gow ns w ere  fo rb idden  by the 
harsh  P uritan  law  (m ore narrow  than  
tha t o f the P lym outh crow d). T he G en-

The 
daughter 

of a free-thought 
minister, 

she had wit, 
intellect, 
personal 

magnetism, 
spiritual fervor, 

leadership 
ability— 

and a 
bothersome 

tongue.

eral C ourt, ruling body o f the new  col
ony , p roh ib ited  the w earing of em bro i
d ered  caps, sleeves m ore than “ half an 
e ll”  w ide, and  alm ost anything else apt 
to  ca tch  the eye and  please the soul.

Being the w eaker vessel, and th e re 
f o r e  p a r t ic u la r ly  s u b je c t  to  e r r o r ,  
w om en w ere no t perm itted  to  speak in 
church . W e might w onder w hy they  
should have w ished to , in the services 
of th a t day ; bu t apparen tly  question- 
and-answ er sessions w ere part o f the 
reason . Only a fte r in term inable d iscus
sion and soul searching by the male 
m em bers w ere w om en first allow ed to  
jo in  in the psalm  singing. W hat a b last 
o f re leased  em otion  m ust have risen 
w ith those first altos and sopranos!

The cu ltu re  seem ed ru led  by a cari
ca tu re  G od, w hose Old T estam ent 
w rath  w as easily  aroused . H e w as so 
pure  and m an w as so abom inable tha t it 
w as by m ere w him  th a t H e did not 
sw eep the w hole race  in to  hell and be 
done w ith it.

In a case  quoted  and approved by 
John  W inthrop (h e ’s th e  one in the 
h is to ry  books w ith the narrow  face), a 
certa in  w om an o f B oston  w as over- 
p roud  o f her fine linen. W hen a ser
v a n t’s care lessness caused  it to  catch  
fire, “ G od w as p leased , fo r it took  her 
heart off w orldly g o o d s .”

H ow  m uch m ore p leased  H e m ust 
have been w ith the m other w ho o v e r

do ted  on her sm all son , and w ho lost 
him  w hen he fell th rough  th e  ice and 
drow ned.

E ven  this carica tu re  G od w as w on- 
drously  kind, how ever, com pared  w ith 
Satan  and lesser devils, “ w ho sw arm  
about us like frogs of E g y p t,”  offering 
w eak m ankind co n stan t tem p ta tions to  
transgress.

In to  this n ightm are w orld , then , en 
tered  M istress H u tch in son , her head 
aw hirl w ith plans. B igotry m ust go! 
C h ris t’s gentle love m ust prevail! She 
had no trouble  m aking friends. B esides 
her outgoing personality , there  w as her 
w ay w ith sick children— those  w hose 
paren ts the L ord  did no t need  to  ch as
tise . “ D o ye have him to  drink th is 
rh u b a rb  te a  th r ic e  d a i l y ,”  w e can  
im agine her instructing . “ A nd by the 
w ay, I ’m  having som e o f the good- 
w ives in this evening fo r a bit o f sp irit
ual re freshm en t. L eave the little ones 
w ith your husband  and com e a lo n g .”

M any accep ted  the invitation . The 
hostess, as chairw om an, b rought to  the 
g ro u p ’s a tten tion  the serm on they  had 
heard  the prev ious S abbath , en u m era t
ing po in ts she considered  fau lty . A nd 
w hat about the o th er ladies? H ad  they  
d etec ted  e rro rs she might have  m issed?

T heir opinions w ere actually  being 
sought? Perhaps they  w ere o f som e 
w orth  a fte r all.

A s the guests  p repared  to leave, 
faces unaccustom edly  aglow , w e can  
imagine such com m ents as “ I verily 
believe th a t never have I heard  such 
fine talk . W e m ust do it ag a in .”

They did. Soon the  “ c lu b ”  w as 
m e e tin g  on  a tw ic e -w e e k ly  b a s is ,  
draw ing m em bers from  neighboring 
tow ns, w ith as m any as eighty in a t
tendance.

T he m en w ere p leased . U ndoubted ly  
they benefited from  th e  stim ulation  of 
their w ives’ spirits. Som e even  began 
accom panying their spouses, and w ord 
sp read  of the “ w om an th a t p reaches 
b e tte r gospel than  any o f your black- 
c o a ts .”  Tw o m inisters (though one w as 
her brother-in-law  and  the o ther her old 
te a c h e r ,  Jo h n  C o tto n )  e n c o u ra g e d  
A nne in her crusade against b igotry ; 
and the governor h im self, S ir H enry  
V ane, w as a supporter.

It w as now  that A nne and  her co 
horts, by the slow , steady  w ay in w hich 
w om en have accom plished  things since 
th e  w orld began, m ight have effected  a 
softening of the cruel C alvinism , and, 
indeed, might have m ade the w ord p u 
ritanical ring m ore sw eetly  in our 
b roadened  minds.

But like m any ano ther person  risen 
to  sudden fam e. M istress H utch inson
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let success go to  her head . She grew  
m ore bold and her tongue ever sharper.

It becam e ev iden t th a t she and her 
fo llow ers w ere attend ing  the Sabbath  
serv ices of the B ay tow ns in a  spirit of 
critic ism  and could bare ly  w ait to  m eet 
and  hash  things over. T heir grow ing 
scorn  fo r th e ir p reachers  led to  the 
C o lony’s, if no t all A m erica’s, first 
dem onstra tions. T he lad ies, from  their 
pew s on the ir side o f the  m eetinghouse, 
w ould sim ply rise in the m iddle o f the 
serm on and  stalk ou t. M istress H u tch 
inson , like m any a fu tu re  libber, w as 
no t an applier o f psychology. Only 
John  C otton and John W heelw right, 
A n n e’s re la tive , escaped  th is derisive 
trea tm en t.

Mr. John  W ilson, the B oston m inis
ter, took a decidedly  dim view  o f this 
reaction  to  his serm ons, bu t then  he 
suffered  the m ost, being a  prim e ob jec t 
o f A n n e’s rid icule. Siding w ith him  w as 
the pow erful on-again, off-again leader 
John  W inthrop. T he election of 1637 
re tu rned  the conserva tives to pow er, 
w ith W inthrop as governor and  the 
clerical faction  form ing the m ajority  in 
G eneral C ourt.

In N ovem ber A nne w as sum m oned 
to  tha t court.

M ale chauvinism  w as not en tire ly  to 
blam e. Ignoring the law  of the land in 
fav o r o f “ obedience to  the S p ir it” 
spelled anarchy— there  being as m any 
in n e r  s p i r i t s  a s  th e r e  a re  o u te r  
bodies— and th is w as a  se ttlem en t co n 
stan tly  th rea tened  by Indian  a ttack , in
vasion by the F ren ch , and by th a t ev 
erlasting  early-colony bugaboo, charte r 
trouble . T hat som e o f A n n e’s m ale fo l
low ers had  already  refu sed  to  perform  
m ilitary duty  did no t set well.

H er case w as m oved from  B oston  to 
C am bridge to  d iscourage her sym pa
th izers  from  packing the cou rt. E ven 
so , sixty B oston ians had to  be relieved 
of the ir firearm s a t the door. John  C o t
ton began by testify ing  in her behalf,

Instead 
of settling 

down to being a 
housewife, 

Anne 
involved 
herself 

with the 
major issues 

of the 
day— 

religion, 
religion, and 

religion.

but her ow n racing tongue and lack  of 
horse sense becam e an em barrassm en t 
a s  s h e  p r o p o u n d e d  b e l i e f s  t h a t  
am ounted to  heresy . C o tton  reconsid 
ered . H e  kept his ideals in check ; w hy 
co u ld n ’t his pupil do as m uch? The 
final verd ict w as to  cast ou t th is true  
lover o f the C hristlike as a “ w om an no t 
fit fo r our so c ie ty .”

E xpecting  her six teen th  child , she 
w as allowed to  rem ain the w in ter in 
c u s to d y  o f  th e  R o x b u ry  m in is te r .  
M eanw hile, the long-suffering W illiam 
h ad  g o n e , a lo n g  w ith  fa m ily  a n d  
friends, to  R hode Island  to  establish  a 
new  hom e, bu t A nne w as no t aban 
doned. T he elders and m inisters cam e 
constan tly  to  pray over her and argue

religion. If  she could have seen the 
light and so in s truc ted  her fo llow ers, all 
w ould have been  fo rg iven . Several 
tim es, in fac t, so horrib le  w as th e  al
ternative  th a t she did recan t, only to  
change her m ind y e t again.

It has been  suggested  th a t she en 
joyed  her ro le o f queen  holding cou rt 
fo r the g rea ts  and  near-g rea ts w ho 
cam e so earnestly  striv ing fo r her soul. 
C ertain ly  th e  e ternal theological d e 
bates had alw ays been h e r g reat joy . 
B ut w ith her lack  of tac t she provided 
h e r  s u b j e c t s  w i th  e v i d e n c e  o f  
“ tw en ty -n ine e rro rs”  fo r w hich the 
church  m ust now  try  her.

A t the church  trial she defended  
herse lf w ith her usual spunk and  “ re 
turned  frow ard  speeches to  som e w ho 
spake to  h e r .”  W as she a shouting 
Bella A bzug? O r a charm ing (but gui- 
tarless) Joan  B aez? It is doubtfu l th a t a 
D resden-doll type long could have su r
vived experiences such as M istress 
H u tch inson  sailed th rough  daily.

T he R everend  M r. W ilson got his 
revenge. T o him w en t the privilege of 
uttering  the fa tefu l sen tence: “ In the 
nam e of the L ord  Jesus C hris t, and in 
the nam e o f the C hurch . . . .  I do  cast 
you ou t; and in the nam e of C hrist I do 
deliver you up  to  Satan  . . . and I do 
accoun t you from  this tim e fo rth  to be a 
heathen  and a publican . . . th e re fo re  I 
com m and you in the nam e o f C hrist 
Jesus, and of this chu rch , to  w ithdraw  
yourself as a  leper ou t o f the cong re
g a tio n .”

Though certain ly  she w as expecting  
them , these terrib le  w ords m ust have 
struck  the victim  (now  very  pregnant) 
w ith the thum ping reality  o f a death  
dirge. Som ehow  she m anaged to  w ith 
draw — as a leper— from  the a lta r, to 
m ove past the horrified faces  of her 
fo rm er b ro thers  and sisters in C hrist. 
A t the door she tu rned  and  spoke. W as 
it w ith quiet dignity , desp ite  her un- 
g a in l in e s s ,  o r  d id  sh e  sp i t  o u t th e  
w ords? “ B etter to  be cast ou t o f the 
church  than  to  deny  C h ris t.”

In 1638 A nne estab lished  a  se ttle 
m ent on the island  of A quidneck , now  
R hode Island. F ou r years la te r, a fter 
the death  of her husband , she se ttled  
on Long Island  Sound near w hat is now  
N ew  R ochelle, N ew  Y ork . In 1643 she 
and all bu t one o f her household  w ere 
tom ahaw ked to  death  by Indians.

The seeds she sow ed did no t ro t in 
the ground. T o d ay ’s w om en harves t 
m any rights A nne con tended  for. A nd 
w e recognize an understand ing  G od 
(though no t a perm issive one!). A nne 
H utch inson  liberated  her sisters— and 
her b ro th ers , too! □

Of Witches and Legends

Q uick now — w hich N ew  England tow n burned  w itches? T he answ er is— none. 
W itches w ere hanged. A nd Salem  w as no t the first. H artfo rd , C onnecticu t, w as 
hanging w itches fifteen years befo re  Salem  got into th e  act. A ccording to 
G enealogist R ichard T om linson, H artfo rd  was the scene of the first execution  fo r 
w itchcraft in A m erica in 1647. B efore the cen tu ry  w as over, eleven res iden ts  o f 
the C onnecticu t co lony  w ere hanged.

B ased on his research  o f cou rt reco rds, said T om linson, the peak o f the 
C onnecticu t pan ic , during 1662 and  1663, w as p rom pted  by an 8-year-old g irl’s 
accusation  against her nurse. T w elve persons w ere accused  o f w itchcraft, based  
on the dying g irl’s charges, and fo u r w ere hanged. D eath  o f the accuser w as 
strong  grounds fo r conviction!
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The Case of 
the Five Sisters

By A lbert D ittes

If our forefathers had 
noted this ancient 
decision, sex 
discrimination might not 
be part of our nation’s 
heritage.

Until the  mid-1800’s w e kep t fem ale 
w hite slaves in A m erica.

W e called them  housew ives.
They w ere sim ply p roperty . If u n 

m arried  th ey  w ere the  w ard  o f m ale 
re la tives. C om m on law  suspended  the 
legal ex is tence  o f a w om an during 
m arriage. She w as, in legal te rm s, 
“ c h a tte l.”  T he term  m eans ca ttle .

O f cou rse , the situation  has im 
proved . It is no longer legal to  beat 
o n e 's  w ife w ith “ a reasonab le  in s tru 
m e n t” — the m ale being the sole d e te r
m iner o f w hat w as reasonab le .

A nd w om en can now  vote.
A nd hold p roperty .
T race the question  of sex d iscrim i

nation  back  in to  h is to ry  and  you will 
find property  rights involved in the first 
case of reco rd . H ad  o u r fo re fa th e rs  
noted  the w isdom  of the decision , the 
struggle fo r w o m en ’s rights might have 
been  reso lved  m uch earlier.

T he case  w as com plex. It dem anded  
the best legal ta len t— and advice— 
available to  the nation . T he issue arose 
during the jo u rn ey  o f Israel from  E gypt 
to  C anaan. A nd th a t’s ancien t history!

T he issue s ta rted  in the m inds o f five 
sisters— M ahlah, N oah , H oglah , Mil- 
cah , and T irzah— w ho seem ed destined  
nev er to  rece ive  the  inheritance  o f the ir 
deceased  fa th e r. A ccording to  the law s 
o f the land, fam ily p ro p erty  passed  into 
the hands o f th e  e ldes t son at the death  
of the fa ther. S ince Z elophehad , their 
fa th e r, had no son, his p roperty  w ould 
autom atically  rev ert to  the sta te . If  the 
sisters w ished to  change th is situation , 
they  w ould have to  ac t befo re  Israel 
le ft the p lains o f M oab to  c ro ss  the 
Jo rdan  R iver in to  the land of C anaan. 
M oses, ch ief o f s ta te , and E leazar, the 
high p riest, w ere apportion ing  the land,

none o f w hich w ould go to the fam ily 
o f Z elophehad .

T he sisters reso lved  to  do all they  
could to  receive  the ir fa th e r’s share  of 
the Prom ised Land.

The first step  involved stating their 
case  befo re  M oses and E leazar in the 
p resence  o f a ju ry  consisting  of “ the 
leaders and all the congregation , at the 
doo r of the ten t o f m eeting”  (N um bers 
27:2).*

They thought they  had a strong case. 
“  ‘O ur fa th e r died  in the w ilderness; he 
was not am ong the com pany o f those 
w h o  g a th e re d  th e m s e lv e s  to g e th e r  
against the L ord  in the com pany o f 
K orah , bu t died  fo r his ow n sin; he had 
no so n s’ ”  (verse 3). T hat is, their fa 
th er had had to  die in the w ilderness 
like all o th er m en w ho had  re fu sed  to  
go in to  C anaan fo rty  years before . 
S ince the descendan ts o f all the  o thers 
w ere getting th e ir fam ily ’s share  o f the 
p roperty  to  be had in C anaan , there 
could be only one reason  they  w ere 
being denied the ir fa th e r’s inheritance: 
“  ‘W hy should  the nam e of ou r fa ther 
be taken  aw ay from  his fam ily , because  
he had no son? G ive to  us a possession  
am ong our fa th e r’s b re th ren ’ ’’(verse 4).

M oses h im self had no ready  answ er. 
A pparen tly  the cou rt had never con 
sidered  such a case  before . So, as his 
custom  w as, “ M oses b rought their 
case  before the L o rd ”  (verse 5). “ And 
the L ord  said to  M oses, ‘T he daughters 
o f Z elophehad  are right; you shall give 
them  possession  of an inheritance 
a m o n g  th e i r  f a t h e r ’s b r e th re n  an d  
cause the inheritance of their fa th er to  
pass to  th em ’ ”  (verses 6 , 7).

T hat should have settled  the m atter. 
B u t so m e  r e la t iv e s  o f  Z e lo p h e h a d  
p ressed  claim s against the sisters that 
tu rned  out to  be valid. The issue can  be 
d e d u c e d  fro m  a f u r th e r  ru lin g  by  
M oses, w ho, it is to  be assum ed, had 
consu lted  the L ord  again (ch ap .36:1-4):

“ A nd M oses com m anded  th e  people 
o f Israel according to  the w ord  of the 
L o rd , saying, ‘The tribe o f the sons of 
Jo seph  is right. T his is w hat th e  L ord  
com m ands concern ing  the daughters of 
Z elophehad , “ L et them  m arry  w hom  
they  th ink  b est; only , they  shall m arry

w ithin the fam ily of the tribe  o f their 
fa th er. T he inheritance of the people  of 
Israel shall no t be tran sfe rred  from  one 
tribe to  ano ther; fo r every  one o f the 
people o f Israel shall cleave to  the in
heritance  of the tribe o f his fa thers . 
A nd every  daugh ter w ho possesses an  
inheritance in any tribe of the people of 
Israel shall be w ife to one of the fam ily 
o f the tribe of her fa th e r, so th a t every  
one of the people o f Israel m ay possess 
the inheritance of his fa th e rs . So no 
inheritance shall be tran sfe rred  from  
one tribe to  an o ther; fo r each  o f the 
tribes o f the people o f Israel shall 
c le a v e  to  its  o w n  in h e r i t a n c e ” ’ ”  
(verses 5-9).

U nder these  c ircum stances, the five 
daughters agreed to  com ply , and  they  
“ w ere m arried  to  sons o f th e ir fa th e r’s 
b ro thers. T hey w ere m arried  into the 
fam ilies o f the sons o f M anasseh  the 
son of Jo seph , and the ir inheritance 
rem ained in the tribe o f the fam ily of 
their fa th e r”  (verses 11, 12).

The last w e read  of these  sisters is in 
Jo shua 17. A fte r Israel had  se ttled  in 
the land o f C anaan , they  cam e befo re  
E leazar the p riest, Jo shua , th e  son of 
N un, and the leaders and said , “  ‘The 
L ord  com m anded M oses to  give us an 
inheritance along w ith o u r b re th re n .’ 
So according to  the com m andm ent of 
the L ord  he gave them  an inheritance 
am ong the b re th ren  of the ir fa th e r”  
(verse 4).

T heir case set an im portan t p rece 
dent: “  ‘If  a  m an d ies, and  has no son, 
then  you shall cause his inheritance to 
pass to  his d au g h te r’ ”  (N um bers 27:8).

H ere  w as a  concep t o f p roperty  
rights m ore en lightened than  th a t o f our 
ow n coun try  well in to  the n ineteen th  
cen tu ry . It is notable tha t the decision  
w as handed dow n by Jehovah  H im 
self— som ething to be rem em bered  in 
th is age w hen even the assum ed gender 
o f God is linked w ith sex d iscrim ina
tion . □

A lbert D ittes is p a sto r  o f  the A thens  
and Pom eroy, O hio, Seven th -day A d -  
ventist churches.______________________

* All Bible texts in this article are taken 
from the Revised Standard Version.
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MAtAfi'ck

My insurance company? Church Mutual, of course. Why?”

Ministerial 
Malpractice
By M aury M. B reecher

Should ministers pur
chase liability insurance 
to protect themselves 
from malpractice 
suits?

k  nothing sacred?
M ore and  m ore m in isters are  

purchasing  liability insurance to p ro 
tec t them selves from  m alpractice  suits. 
B ut is this a reasonab le  fear?

“ T h e  in c id e n c e  o f  leg a l a c t io n s  
against m in isters has becom e m ore 
com m on m ainly because  society  has 
becom e m ore litigation c o n sc io u s ,”  
says H erb  H yne, an  a ss is tan t vice- 
p residen t fo r the C hurch M utual In su r
ance  C om pany , o f M errill, W isconsin , 
one o f several firms offering the in su r
ance.

It w as a  C hurch  M utual new s re lease 
tha t resu lted  in new s coverage by pub
lications ranging from  Parade, Sa tu r
day Review , the N ew  Y ork D aily N ew s  
and  The N a tiona l Underwriter, the  
publication  o f the insurance industry .

All these publications carried , in 
som e form  or an o ther, a case  h isto ry  
th a t w as supposed  to  illustrate  the need 
fo r such insurance.

The N a tio n a l Underwriter c ited  the 
case  as follow s:

“ A clergym an advised a  w om an to  
leave her husband  because  o f m arital 
problem s th e  tw o had  been  having. 
S h o r t ly  a f t e r  th e  c o u p le  s p l i t ,  th e  
enraged husband  sho t his spouse. The 
c o u p le  la te r  re c o n c i le d  th e i r  d i f 
fe rences and  filed a law suit against the 
m arital counselo r— their p a s to r .”  The

M aury M . Breecher is a free-lance 
writer in L a n ta n a , F lorida. H is byline 
has appeared in L ad ie s’ H om e Journal 
and  Science D igest, am ong other pu b 
lications.
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m agazine claim ed the case  h istory  
cam e from  a C hurch  M utual sp o k es
m an.

P arade  began its artic le  w ith a varia
tion of the sam e case  h isto ry :

“ Several years ago, a w om an having 
trouble  w ith her husband  called on her 
m in ister fo r help. T he m in ister heard  
her o u t, then  recom m ended  th a t she 
leave her husband . W hen she did, her 
husband  shot her— ‘p rov ing ’ th a t he 
loved her. E ven tually  the pair reco n 
ciled and  filed suit against the m inister. 
It co st him  and his church  a b u n d le .”

Parade  w en t on to  say , “ A s a resu lt 
o f  th is  a n d  s e v e ra l  s im ila r  c a s e s ,  
C hurch  M utual In su rance  C om pany , o f 
M errill, W isconsin , founded  in 1897 by 
a group  o f L u theran  p asto rs , now 
w rites a counseling  p ro fessional liabil
ity insu rance  policy fo r m em bers o f the 
c le rg y .”

L i b e r t y  w ent to  H yne to  find out 
details o f th e  case . “ D o n ’t b lam e tha t 
one on m e ,”  he told us, “ because  I 
know  nothing abou t i t .”  H yne adm itted  
his com pany  originally pu t ou t th e  case 
h is to ry , bu t he d o e sn ’t know  w hen  o r 
w here th e  inciden t occu rred .

Y et the case  h is to ry  has popped  up in 
sto ries abou t C hurch  M utual m alp rac
tice  in su rance  th roughou t th e  m edia. 
T he N ew  Y ork D aily N ew s  w rote: 
“ C o u n se lo rs’ p rofessional liability , o r 
c lergym an’s m alp ractice , is the  new est 
w rinkle in liability in su rance . I t got 
started  due to  publicity  o v e r a  case  
involving a co u p le ’s m arital prob lem s. 
T he p asto r suggested  th e  w ife try  a  trial 
separation  . . . ”

In o ther w ords, a case  th a t m ay be 
fictional is being b lam ed fo r beginning a 
trend  in purchasing  liability p ro tec tion  
th a t benefits in su rance  com panies.

C hurch  M utual has sold professional 
liability p ro tec tion  policies w ith riders 
o r endorsem en ts to  p ro tec t against 
p rofessional m alp ractice  by m inisters 
to  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  o n e  t h o u s a n d  
churches in th irteen  sta tes. T hey  will 
soon offer th e  sam e plan in all tw enty- 
th ree  s ta tes  in w hich they  are licensed 
to  sell.

O ther com panies have clim bed on 
the insu rance  bandw agon . L ast spring, 
P referred  R isk M utual, o f D es M oines, 
Iow a, began offering liability insur
ance. T hey quickly signed up  an  en tire  
n a tio n a l c h u rc h  o rg a n iz a t io n ,  th e  
U nited  P resby terian  C hurch.

D oro thy  R om aine, in surance risk 
m anager fo r the chu rch , says she w as 
d irec ted  by the h ighest governing body 
o f the chu rch , its general assem bly , to  
pu rchase  th e  insurance.

“ I t ’s the  ten o r o f the tim es. E very -

Insurance 
companies 

may 
be using 

a fictional case 
to promote 

liability  
protection for 

clergymen.

o n e  is su e  c r a z y , ”  sh e  e x p la in e d . 
“ P asto rs a re  doing a lot m ore p sy ch o 
logical and m arital counseling  and 
th a t’s probably  the reason  fo r the 
w hole th in g .”

H ave  any  P resby terian  m inisters 
been sued in a  case  w here such p ro fes
sional liability  insu rance  w ould have 
offered p ro tec tion?

“ N o , I ’m  no t aw are  o f any su its ,”  
M s. R om aine answ ered . Y et The N a 
t io n a l U n d e rw r ite r  q u o te d  a  B ill 
B row ne, “ an insurance spokesm an for 
the c h u rc h ,”  as saying tha t “ m ore such 
suits a re  com ing in than  ev er befo re . It 
is a necessary  co v e rag e .”

Ms. R om aine said she w as surprised  
to  see th a t quo te  in The N a tiona l U n
derwriter, as she is th e  only person  in 
her departm en t au thorized  to  speak 
about in su rance  m atters to the press. 
B row ne tu rned  ou t to  be sim ply an 
in s u ra n c e  b ro k e r  w ith  th e  F o re s t  
A gency, the outfit th a t sold the policy 
to  C hicago a rea  P resby terian  churches.

L i b e r t y  asked B row ne w hether The 
N a tio n a l U nderwriter w as w rong in 
describ ing  him as a spokesm an fo r the 
church .

“ A  spokesm an? T h a t’s sim ply a 
w ord som eone has chosen  th a t de
scribes me as the b roker o f reco rd  fo r 
the C hicago P resby terian  ch u rc h .”

B row ne w as then  asked  w hether his 
quo te  w as co rrec t.

“ I w ould certa in ly  say so ,”  he re 
plied. C ould he then  d irec t L i b e r t y  to  
som e cases?

B row ne im m ediately backpedaled . 
“ I ’m quoting  a chap  w ho spoke a t a 
sem inar in ou r area  recen tly . H is nam e 
is S tan Songer. H e ’s the chap  w ho is 
sponsoring  the group  coverage fo r the 
U nited  P resby terian  C hurch  nation 
w id e .”

W e c a lle d  S o n g e r , w ho  is  w ith

W estern  Insu rance  A ssocia tes, In c ., a 
L os A ngeles in surance b rokerage firm. 
H e says the m eeting he spoke at w as a 
sales m eeting to  explain  the  new  cov 
erage to  o th e r in surance m en.

“ W e know  of no suit b rough t against 
any m inister fo r exactly  th is type  of 
thing, bu t the question  o f po ten tia l lia
bility and the potential exposure  does 
exist in this day  o f u ltraconsc iousness 
o f su its and  suing fo r any th ing  under 
the su n .”

R obert Plunk, v ice-presiden t o f P re
ferred  R isk, says his firm has offered 
“ this k ind o f coverage fo r years to 
legally qualified counselo rs in the p sy 
c h o lo g ic a l a n d  m a r ita l  c o u n s e l in g  
fields. I t ’s a  spinoff o f the m edical 
m alpractice insurance.

“ The coverage does no t include 
m atters o f theology, only m atters o f 
advice. In the past five years  o r so 
(only tha t long?), m inisters have found  
them selves doing a g rea t deal o f p sy 
chological counseling  regarding m ar
riage, the fam ily, jobs , et ce te ra . M any 
m inisters are  spending 25 to  60 percen t 
o f their tim e in face-to -face  con su lta 
tion , w hereas befo re  the 1970’s they  
probably  only spen t 10 to  20 p ercen t o f 
their tim e doing this. Som e churches 
have a job  descrip tion  fo r a m inister 
w ho does nothing bu t co u n se lin g .”

Y es, bu t could  Plunk d irec t L i b e r t y  
to  any cases illustrating the need fo r 
such insurance?

“ Y es, I c a n ,”  replied  P lunk. “ It in
volves tw o teen-agers in  a  dating  case. 
A pparen tly  the boy w as black and  the 
girl w hite and  they  w ere attend ing  a  
C hristian  day school in V irginia. The 
headm aster, a m inister, th rea tened  to  
expel the girl if she did not quit dating 
the b lack. A pparen tly  the N A A C P filed 
su it.”

H o w e v e r ,  th e  n a tio n a l N A A C P  
knew  nothing about such a suit.

T h e  V irg in ia  s ta te  o ffices o f  th e  
N A A C P  r e f e r r e d  L i b e r t y  to  th e  
A m erican Civil L iberties U nion  office 
in V irginia. T he A C L U  a tto rney  on the 
case, V ictor G lasberg , exp lained  tha t 
his clien ts w ere fundam enta list C hris
tians and  p a ren ts  o f tw o daugh ters, 
aged 14 and  11.

“ The kids w ere driven  to  school in a 
ca r pool. T he w hite girl and  the black 
boy lived in the sam e a rea , so naturally  
they  rode  together and becam e friends. 
The school has all th ese  ru les. B oys 
a n d  g ir ls  c a n ’t g e t c lo s e r  th a n  six  
inches, fo r in stance . T hey  deem ed, in 
their w isdom , tha t the kids w ere seen 
sitting n ex t to  each  o th e r during lunch 
hour at a  local fast-food  res tau ran t. 
The 14-year-old w as adv ised  by the
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p rincipal, a  m in ister, th a t she w ould be 
expelled  if she ta lked  to  th e  b lack  boy 
again. N ex t day she w as seen speaking 
to  him in fron t o f o th er s tuden ts. N ot 
only she bu t her 11-year-old sister, w ho 
w asn ’t even involved, w ere exp e lled .”  

T h e  A C L U  a t to r n e y  w a s  a sk e d  
w h eth er P lunk w as co rrec t in charac
teriz ing  th is as a case  w here p ro fes
sional co u n se lo rs’ liability insurance 
w ould have p ro tec ted  the m inister.

“ I th ink th a t is th e  biggest hype and 
consum er rip-off tha t I have ev er heard 
a b o u t,”  G lasberg  said. “ If ou r b ro thers 
and  sisters o f the clo th  buy  it, th e y ’ve 
b een  sold a bill o f goods. I t ’s a com 
m ercial rip -o ff.”

Still an o th e r com pany  offering the 
in surance is W estern  W orld Insurance 
C om pany o f R am sey , N ew  Jersey . 
T hey offer the coverage under their 
social w orker liability program . Frank 
M astow ski, m arketing  m anager fo r 
W estern  W orld, said his firm has sold 
hundreds o f such policies to  m inisters 
o f all denom inations. H e believes the 
m arket is grow ing fo r clergy m alprac
tic e  in s u ra n c e  “ b e c a u s e  o f  an  in 
creased  consciousness o f the need for 
th e  coverage.

“ I t  h a s  b e e n  o n ly  r e c e n t ly  th a t  
p riests , rabb is, m in isters, e t ce te ra , 
have recognized the ir ex p o su re .”  

P e rh a p s , th e n ,  M a s to w sk i c o u ld  
re fe r L i b e r t y  to  the  elusive case h is
to ry  proving the need  fo r the coverage?

“ I w ent to  ou r claim s d ep a rtm en t,” 
M astow ski said , “ and  they  w ere un 
ab le  to  help because  these  claim s a re n ’t 
individually broken  ou t. O ur claim s 
d epartm en t co u ld n ’t find any cases b e 
cause  there w e ren ’t any big enough for 
them  to rem em ber. M ost small claim s 
ju s t flow through . T he big ones ev ery 
b o d y  k in d  o f  r e m e m b e r s .  T h e y  
co u ld n ’t rem em ber anything they could 
p in p o in t.”

B u t T h e  N a tio n a l  U n d erw rite r  
quo ted  M astow ski as saying tha t his 
com pany has been  able “ to  settle  all 
claim s ou t o f co u rt w ith nothing larger 
than  $10,000. I t ’s cheaper tha t w a y .”  

M astow ski said the $10,000 figure 
had been “ poetic license. I t ’s too  high. 
W hen I really began to  question  people 
in ou r claim s departm en t I found  out 
th e y ’ve been  able to  get ou t o f these 
things fo r ju s t a  couple hundred  do l
lars. T h a t’s w hy they d o n ’t rem em ber 
any  o f th e s e .”

“ Y ou m ean people  w ould settle  fo r 
ju s t a  couple  hundred  do lla rs?”  we 
asked .

“ T h e y  d o n ’t n e c e s s a r i ly  s e t t le  
th e m ,” M astow ski explained. “ These 
are  m ainly defense  policies. M inisters

Professional 
counselors’ 

liability 
insurance: 

“A hype and 
consumer 
rip-off”

. . .  a “ bill of 
goods.”

m ay have been  nam ed in the su its, so 
the couple hundred dollars w as ju s t for 
th e  defense  a sp e c t.”

C ould he dig up details o f this type  of 
case, then?

M astow ski said he questioned  claim s 
d e p a r tm e n t  w o rk e rs  a n d  g o t o n ly  
sketchy details: “ A P resby terian  m in
is ter w as m ore o r less acting as a social 
w orker in the  case . E veryone w as hav 
ing fights and argum ents, so they  w ent 
to  their local m inister fo r som e advice. 
H e  g a v e  th e m  so m e  a d v ic e . T h e y  
ended  up having an argum ent and suing 
each o ther, and he w as nam ed in the 
suit. T h a t’s all the people w ho are  in 
o u r  c la im s  d e p a r tm e n t  c o u ld  r e 
m em b er.”

M astow ski said tha t m in is te rs’ m al
practice  in surance is “ very  p ro fitab le”  
fo r W estern  W orld.

W e w ere still looking fo r a  good case 
h istory .

R a y m o n d  H o c h s p ru n g , b u s in e s s  
m anager o f the N orthern  Illinois D is
tric t of the L u theran  C hurch  M issouri 
Synod, w as quoted  by one publication  
as saying: “ In light o f recen t suit filings 
against the clergy, we a re  looking 
strongly at buying such coverage fo r 
ou r 250-m em ber c le rg y .”

“ I w as m isquo ted ,”  H ochsprung  
irate ly  told L i b e r t y . “ I d id n ’t say th a t 
a t all. W hat I did say is th a t if, and 
w hen, it becam e available from  com 
panies we deal w ith , we will consider 
the possibility.

“ I t ’s n o t a m a n d a to ry  th in g  w e 
w ould autom atically  pick up. I have no 
know ledge of any suit against any m in
ister. O f course , th e re ’s alw ays a group 
of law yers w ho w ould look fo r such 
cases. W e w ould consider the cost o f 
such a policy against the m ajo r likeli
hood of such a  su it befo re purchasing 
such a p o licy .”

In o th er w ords, in su rance  com pa
n ies, d o n 't  call the L u th e ran s; th e y ’ll 
call you if th e y ’re  in terested .

M any m in isters a re n ’t w orried about 
th e  possib ility  o f being  sued over the ir 
counseling  ac tiv ities. H . B urnham  
K irk land , p a s to r o f th e  U n ited  M eth 
od ist church  in S tra tfo rd , C onnecticu t, 
w ho w as instrum ental in establish ing 
th e  national group  insu rance  policy  of 
t h e  M e t h o d i s t  C h u r c h ,  s a y s  h e  
w o u ld n ’t “ necessarily  recom m end th a t 
individual pasto rs  take  o u t”  p ro fes
sional counseling  liability in surance.

“ C o u n se lin g  is ju s t  p a r t  o f  o u r  
w o rk ,”  he to ld  the  N ew  Y ork  D aily  
N ew s. “ I d o n ’t in tend  to  o pera te  any 
d iffe ren tly .”

E velyn  N ew m an, a p a s to r ta t N ew  
Y o rk ’s in terdenom inational R iverside 
chu rch , looks askance  at the w hole 
m atte r o f m in isters supposedly  needing 
liability in su rance .

“ I hope it n ever com es to  pass. I feel 
we are  w orking from  a deep  re la tion 
ship in tru st w ith G od as the in term e
diary . W e’re talking about the in te rac 
tion of hum an beings w ith the H oly 
Spirit. I t ’s no t a secu lar opera tion . I 
th ink  i t ’ll be a  sorry  day fo r the m in
istry  [when this type o f in su rance  is 
n eed ed ].”

By then  we had developed  m ore than 
a  sneaking suspicion th a t cases against 
m inisters, p riests , o r rabbis w ere rare 
indeed , and thus the in surance isn ’t 
needed.

“ I tend  to  agree w ith y o u ,”  says 
R abbi M ordecai Sim on, execu tive  d i
rec to r o f the C hicago B oard  o f R abbis. 
“ Som e of ou r m em bers have expressed  
in terest in securing som e so rt o f liabil
ity coverage fo r their counseling  w ork, 
bu t I know  of no instance o f any rabb i, 
m inister, o r p riest having been sued.

“ I th ink  i t ’s the background  o f the 
tim es tha t the clergy is getting  in ter
ested  in this type o f in surance. Y ou see 
sto ries in the p ress citing a particu lar 
case  and  you th ink , ‘T hat could happen  
to  m e, to o .’

“ All these  artic les have c rea ted  a bit 
o f a tem pest in a teap o t, bu t o f course , 
th a t’s w hat sells in su ran ce .”

In m aking calls to  a num ber o f in
su rance  com panies and b rokers to  find 
ou t w ho prov ided  this type  of insur
ance , L i b e r t y  found  th a t m any o f the 
giants o f the  p rofessional liability field 
do no t p rovide such  insurance. Som e 
had never heard  o f it. O thers g ree ted  
the calls w ith a laugh o f incredulity  and 
the quizzical query , “ W hy in the w orld 
w ould a  clergym an need m alpractice  
in su ran ce?”

W hy in the w orld indeed! □
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Church Property Disputes
By Stan L . H astey

What role do civil courts 
have in deciding disputes 
over church property 
ownership?

^ your church , beset by in ternal 
bickering  over doctrinal m atters o r 

issues o f church  policy , split in to  fa c 
tions, w hich fac tion  w ould get th e  deed 
to  the church  building and g rounds? 
The larger group?

If the m ajority  o f your congregation  
vo ted  to w ithdraw  from  its  paren t d e 
nom ination  because  it had becom e too 
“ lib e ra l,”  w ould p roperty  rights go to  
the m ajority  o r to  the “ lo y a l”  m inor
ity?

U nited  S ta tes civil cou rts  have faced  
such questions fo r m ore than  a cen 
tu ry . T he U .S . Suprem e C ourt, on five 
occasions, has dealt w ith the general 
question  o f church  p roperty  rights, the 
la test in a ce leb ra ted  chu rch -sta te  case 
decided in 1979.

If  you belong to  a denom inational 
body that p rac tices a “ congregational” 
form  of church  governm en t as opposed  
to  a “ h ie ra rch ica l”  church , nothing 
ex is ts  in the w ay o f Suprem e C ourt 
p receden ts. In  cases o f p roperty  d is
pu tes in congregational-type chu rches, 
civil cou rts  have generally  conceded  
tha t the m ajority  rules. In such d e 
nom inations, o f cou rse , title to  church 
p roperty  re s ts  w ith each  local en tity .

On the o th e r hand, the H igh C ourt, 
in a series o f decis ions dating to 1872, 
has held tha t in cases  involving d is
pu tes in local congregations belonging

to h ierarch ical-type denom inations, 
p roperty  rights belong to  the m other 
church  even  if the m ajority  o f a local 
church  vo tes to  leave th e  sponsoring 
denom ination .

H ere are  the five significant cases of 
the past 100 years:

T he m ost recen t case , Jones v. W olf, 
99 S .C t .  3020 (1979 ), q u a lif ie s  th e  
seem ingly unqualified conclusion that 
the m other church  alw ays ou tranks the 
d issiden ts, even w hen they  a re  in the 
m ajority . By the bare  m ajority  o f 5 to  
4, the High C ourt ruled that civil courts  
are  not alw ays obligated to  defer to  the 
decisions o f chu rch  cou rts  in settling 
local chu rch  p ro p erty  d ispu tes, even  
in h ierarchical denom inations.

The case dates to  a 1973 d ispute 
w ith in  th e  V in e v ille  P re s b y te r ia n  
church  of M acon, G eorgia, over con 
tinued  affiliation w ith the P resbyterian  
C hurch  in the U nited  S tates (PC U S). 
E ven  though the PC U S, o r southern  
branch  of P resby terian ism , is consid
ered to  be m ore conservative  than its 
no rthern  co un te rpart, the  U nited P res
by terian  C hurch , a m ajority  o f V ine
ville m em bers vo ted  to  w ithdraw  from  
the denom ination .

P resby terian  C hurch policy has tra 
ditionally  relied  on the “ im plied t r u s t” 
theo ry  in claim ing tha t title to  local 
church  p roperty  res ts  w ith the denom i
nation  even w hen local churches d e 
cide to  w ithdraw . C hurch  policy also 
calls fo r an investigation of each such 
case by a special panel w ithin the p res
by te ry , o r regional governing body. 
C onsis ten t w ith that policy, the Au- 
gusta-M acon p resby tery  appointed  a

com m ission to  investigate  th e  circum 
s ta n c e s  s u r ro u n d in g  th e  V in e v ille  
schism . T hat group concluded , p re 
dictab ly , that the “ lo y a l”  m inority  re 
m ained the true  congregation  and  w as 
thus entitled  to the church  p roperty .

V ineville’s m ajority , w hich vo ted  to  
join the new er and m ore conservative  
P resby terian  C hurch in A m erica, ap 
pealed first and w ithout success to  a 
federal d is tric t cou rt. It then  took its 
case to  a s ta te  cou rt, w here a trial w as 
held. T hat cou rt, citing G eorgia p rop 
erty  law s, ruled tha t the church  p rop 
e rty  in M acon still belonged to  the m a
jo rity . A fter th e  s ta te  suprem e court 
affirmed, the V ineville m inority  ap 
pealed d irectly  to  the U .S . Suprem e 
C ourt.

W riting fo r the m ajo rity , Justice  
H a rry  A . B la c k m u n  d e c la re d  th a t  
“ there  can be little doubt abou t the 
general au thority  o f civil cou rts  to  re 
solve this question . T he s ta te  has an 
obvious and  legitim ate in terest in the 
peaceful resolu tion  o f p roperty  d is
p u te s .”

At the sam e tim e, B lackm un ac 
know ledged tha t the F irst A m endm ent 
to  the federal C onstitu tion  “ severely  
c ircum scribes”  the role o f civil courts

Stan  L . H astey  is director o f  in form a - § 
tion services fo r  the B a p tis t Jo in t C om - 1 
m ittee on Public A ffa irs, W ashington, I 
D .C ., and  has covered the U .S . Su - & 
prem e C ourt fo r  the p a st six term s fo r  ° 
B aptist P ress , the daily news service o f  £ 
the Southern  B ap tist C onvention.
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in cases involving church  d ispu tes. 
Civil cou rts  m ust “ d efer to  th e  reso lu 
tion o f issues o f religious doctrine  or 
polity  by  th e  h ighest cou rt o f a h ie ra r
chica l church  o rg an iza tio n ,”  he said.

The C ourt m ajority  based  its lim ited 
decision  on its finding th a t the V ineville 
p ro p erty  d ispu te  involved no such 
doctrina l o r polity  question , though  the 
d ispu te  erup ted  over alleged “ liberal
ism ”  w ithin the PC U S. T he C ourt held 
tha t so-called “ neu tral p rincip les o f 
law ”  m ay be applied  to  church  p ro p 
erty  d ispu tes in the sam e m anner as it is 
applied to o th er p roperty  fights.

T he ju s tices  le ft open the possibility  
th a t the PC U S m ay yet be allow ed to  
p rove  tha t V ineville p ro p e rty  belongs 
to  the denom ination .

In a d issenting  opinion fo r the fou r 
ju s tices  w ho d isagreed , Ju s tice  L ew is 
F . Pow ell, J r .,  argued th a t the High 
C ourt w as in effect reversing  its posi
tion on such fights in cases  dating to  
1872, w hen the C ourt first ru led  that 
civil cou rts  m ust give w ay to church  
tribunals.

T he C o u rt’s new  stance  “ inevitably 
will increase the invo lvem en t o f civil 
c o u r t s  in c h u rc h  c o n t r o v e r s i e s ,”  
Pow ell p ro tested . C hurch  docum ents, 
he said, “ tend  to  be draw n in term s of 
religious p re c e p ts ,”  and the C o u rt’s 
view  tha t they  can be read  “ in purely 
secu lar te rm s”  in p roperty  d ispu tes “ is 
m ore likely to  p rom ote  confusion  than 
u n d ers tan d in g .”

Pow ell argued tha t w hat occasioned  
the division in the V ineville congrega
tion w ere d isag reem en ts over questions 
o f doctrine  and church  practice. By 
granting  the p roperty  rights to the con 
g rega tion ’s m ajo rity , G eorgia courts in 
effect “ reversed  the doctrina l decision 
o f the church  c o u r ts ,”  he concluded.

In spite o f the apparen t v ictory  for 
th e  V in e v il le  m a jo r i ty ,  th e  H igh  
C o u rt’s m andate  tha t G eorgia courts 
review  the question  of PC U S policy 
regarding p roperty  rights v irtually  en 
su res th a t the case  will once again 
reach  the Suprem e C ourt, perhaps a? 
early  as its nex t term .

Serbian O rthodox D iocese  v. M ilivo- 
jevich, 426 U .S . 696. In June , 1976, the 
Suprem e C ourt ruled 7 to  2 th a t civil 
co u rts  have no right to  decide internal 
ecclesiastical d ispu tes, including the 
disposition  of church  p ro p e rty , in h ier
arch ical churches.

T he decision  o v e rtu rned  an earlier 
ruling by the Illinois Suprem e C ourt in 
the case  o f a  b ishop  o f the Serbian 
E aste rn  O rthodox  C hurch  w ho w as 
defrocked  in 1963. In the lengthy legal 
ba ttle  tha t en sued , B ishop D ionisije

M ilivojevich , the fo rm er head o f the 
ch u rc h ’s A m erican-C anadian  d iocese, 
had sought to  have civil co u rts  both  
re in sta te  him and force the m other 
church  to  return  church  p roperty  it had 
claim ed upon defrock ing  the b ishop. 
(See “ Can a C hurch  Expel Its B ish
o p s? ”  L i b e r t y , M ay-June, 1976.)

Justice  William J. B rennan , J r . ,  w ho 
w ro te  the C o u rt’s opinion, announced  
that “ w here reso lu tion  o f the  [church] 
d ispu tes canno t be m ade w ithout ex 
tensive inquiry by civil co u rts  into reli
gious law  and p o lity ,”  such courts 
“ shall no t d is tu rb  the decisions o f the 
highest ecclesiastical tribunal w ithin a 
church  o f h ierarch ical p o lity .”

In a particu larly  te rse  sen tence  o f the 
C o u rt’s opinion, B rennan  decla red  tha t 
w hen church cou rts  have been  crea ted  
to  settle  in ternal ecc lesiastical d is
p u tes , including p roperty  questions, 
“ the C onstitu tion  requ ires th a t civil 
cou rts  accep t the ir decisions as binding 
upon th em .”

T he tw o dissenting ju s tices, William
H . R ehnquist and John Paul S tevens, 
m aintained th a t som e civil ju risd iction  
over church d ispu tes is inevitable. 
R ehnquist, in a strongly w orded  dissen t 
fo r h im self and S tevens, said tha t civil 
courts “ m ust o f necessity  m ake som e 
fac tua l inqu iry”  in to  such d ispu tes un 
less they “ are to  be reso lved  by b ru te  
fo rc e .”  H e e laborated : “ If  the civil 
cou rts  are to  be bound by any  sheet o f 
parchm ent bearing the ecclesiastical 
seal and purporting  to  be a decree  o f a 
church  cou rt, they can easily  be co n 
verted  into handm aidens o f arb itrary  
law lessness .”

T he com plicated  Serb ian  E astern  
O rthodox C hurch case began  in  1963, 
w hen the Holy A ssem bly o f B ishops of 
the B elgrade, Y ugoslavia-based church  
suspended and rem oved  B ishop M ili
vo jev ich . In his place, chu rch  au tho ri
ties appointed  a  tem porary  adm in istra
to r and reorganized the d iocese.

The follow ing year th e  H oly A ssem 
bly defrocked  M ilivojevich as a  b ishop 
and cleric o f the church . N everthe less , 
the fo rm er b ishop and a  band  o f sup
porters m aintained possession  of the 
d iocesan p roperty  and h eadquarters 
and p roceeded  to  challenge the B el
g rade decision in an Illinois s ta te  court. 
A fter failing in that initial proceeding, 
B ishop M ilivojevich appealed  to  the 
Illinois Suprem e C ourt, w hich reversed  
th e  trial court on grounds tha t the ac
t io n s  o f  th e  H o ly  A sse m b ly  w e re  
“ procedurally  and substantially  de fec 
tiv e”  and “ a rb itra ry .”

In arguing the b ishop ’s case before  
the U .S . Suprem e C ourt, a tto rney  L eo

J. Sullivan III argued th a t th e  B elgrade 
church  had no au tho rity  to  d isso lve the 
A m erican-C anadian  d iocese and  tha t 
th e  c h u rc h ’s ac tions against M ilivoje
vich did not com ply  w ith th e  co n stitu 
tion  and penal code o f th e  church , 
w hich dates to  a  schism  w ithin C atho l
icism  in 1054 resulting  in th e  fo rm ation  
of fou rteen  new  ecclesiastica l bodies.

D espite the High C ourt decision  in 
fav o r o f the m other ch u rch , the legal 
d is p u te  o v e r  o w n e rs h ip  o f  c h u rc h  
p ro p erty  persisted  fo r an o th e r th ree 
years . In the 1976 decis ion , the High 
C ourt had asked  the Illinois Suprem e 
C ourt to review  once m ore specifically 
the question  o f ow nersh ip  in light o f its 
ruling.

In January , 1979, the Illinois cou rt 
held  th a t it had no pow er to  decla re  th a t 
th e  co n tes ted  p roperties belong to  M i
livo jev ich  and his loyalists. A nd the 
n a tio n 's  High C ourt, befo re  adjourning 
its O ctober, 1978, te rm , declined  w ith 
ou t com m ent in June , 1979, to  review  
that ruling. T he High C o u rt’s unani
m ous action  presum ab ly  m arks the end 
o f civil legal appeals fo r the fo rm er 
b ishop.

M aryland and  Virginia C hurches v. 
Sharpsburg C hurch, 396 U .S . 367. In a 
one-paragraph  decision  announced  in 
January , 1970, the Suprem e C ourt held 
tha t tw o local C hurches o f G od in 
M aryland that had seceded  from  the 
regional e ldersh ip  o f th e ir denom ina
tion ow ned the local p roperties. Two 
M aryland sta te  cou rts  had ru led  earlier 
th a t the M aryland and V irginia e lder
ship of the C hurches o f G od could not 
lay claim  to  the local p ropertie s under 
tha t s ta te ’s law s.

T he n a tio n ’s High C ourt agreed, 
noting that language in the deeds co n 
veying the d ispu ted  p ropertie s  to  the 
local congregations could  no t be o v e r
tu rned  by civil co u rts . T he H igh C ourt 
a lso  cited the term s o f the  ch a rte rs  o f 
the churches and  p rov isions in the 
constitu tion  of the G eneral E ldersh ip  
“ pertinen t to the ow nersh ip  and con 
trol of church  p ro p e r ty .”

T he key point reached  in the case 
w as th a t reso lu tion  o f the d ispu te  “ in
volved no inquiry in to  religious d o c 
t r i n e , ”  th e r e b y  a llo w in g  th e  H ig h  
C ourt to dism iss the appeal of the 
G eneral E ldersh ip .

Perhaps the m ost significant con tri
bution  in the C hurch  o f G od case to  
C onstitu tional law  w as prov ided  in a 
concurring  opinion w ritten  by Justice  
B rennan  and jo ined  by Ju s tices  William
O. D ouglas and T hurgood M arshall. 
C iting the C o u rt’s decision  the p re 
vious year in Presbyterian Church  v.

19



L I B E R T Y

H ull C hurch  (see below ), B rennan  
m ain tained  th a t s ta tes  “ m ay adopt any  
one o f various ap p roaches fo r settling 
chu rch  p roperty  d ispu tes so long as it 
invo lves no considera tion  o f doctrinal 
m atte rs , w hether th e  ritual and  liturgy 
o f w orsh ip  or the tene ts o f fa i th .”

T hose  op tions m ay be sum m arized 
as follow s:

1. C itin g  W a ts o n  v. J o n e s  (s ee  
below ), B rennan decla red  tha t p roperty  
decis ions in congregational churches 
m ay be m ade by a m ajo rity  o f m em bers 
o f the local congregation  and in h ie ra r
chical chu rches “ by the h ighest au 
tho rity  th a t has ru led  on the d isp u te”  
un less specific term s in the legal docu 
m en ts governing chu rch  p ro p erty  p ro 
vide o therw ise .

2. A lluding to  Presbyterian Church  
v. H ull C hurch, B rennan  argued tha t 
so-called “ neu tra l p rincip les o f law ”  
tha t apply to  all p roperty  d ispu tes may 
be relied upon by civil co u rts  in dec id 
ing church  p ro p erty  d ispu tes un less 
“ their app lication  requ ires civil cou rts  
to  reso lve  doctrinal is su e s .”

3. “ A th i rd  p o s ib le  a p p r o a c h ,”  
B rennan  suggested , “ is the passage of 
social sta tu tes  governing chu rch  p ro p 
erty  a rrangem ents in a  m anner that 
p rec ludes sta te  in te rfe ren ce  in d o c 
tr in e .”

Presbyterian C hurch  v. H ull C hurch, 
393 U .S . 440. In a unan im ous deci
sion announced  in Jan u ary , 1969, the 
Suprem e C ourt ru led  in a church  p ro p 
erty  case fo r the first tim e since 1872 
and W atson  v. Jones  (see below ). F or 
the C ourt, Ju s tice  B rennan  w ro te  tha t 
in cases of chu rch  p ro p erty  d ispu tes 
involving h ierarch ical denom inations in 
conflict w ith local d issiden t congrega
t io n s  o v e r  d o c tr in a l  m a t te r s ,  c iv il 
cou rts  have no ju risd iction  to  convey 
p roperty  rights to  the local congrega
tions.

T he d ispu te  arose  in 1966 w hen tw o 
S avannah , G eorg ia , congregations, 
H ull M em orial P resby te rian  church  
an d  E a s te r n  H e ig h ts  P re s b y te r ia n  
chu rch , vo ted  to  w ithdraw  from  the 
P resby terian  C hurch  in the U nited  
S ta tes (PC U S). T he d issiden t congre
gations accused  the PC U S o f violating 
its ow n constitu tion  and departing  from  
church  doctrine  through certa in  ac tions 
and p ronouncem ents it considered  too 
liberal.

A s w as true  in Jones v. W o lf (see 
above), the local p resby te ry  appoin ted  
a com m ission to  review  the d ispu te  and 
a ttem pt a  reconcilia tion . W hen tha t 
p rocedu re  failed in reaching its ob jec 
tive, the general church  took over the 
local p ropertie s . T he H ull M em orial

and  E aste rn  H eights leade rs, ra ther 
than  appealing  to  h igher church  tribu 
nals, filed separa te  su its in the Superio r 
C ourt o f C hatham  C ounty  to  enjoin  the 
general church  from  occupying the 
p ropertie s , the title to  w hich res ted  in 
th e  local bodies. T he cases w ere con 
so lidated , and the superior cou rt ruled 
fo r the local congregations in a ju ry  
tria l. T he ju ry  had been  instructed  to 
determ ine  w hether the ac tions o f the 
P C U S  th a t  led  t o - t h e  s e c e s s io n s  
“  a m o u n te d ]  to  a  fundam ental o r sub
stan tia l abandonm ent o f the original 
ten e ts  and  doc trines o f the  [general 
c h u r c h ] .”  T h e  S u p re m e  C o u r t  o f 
G eorgia affirmed.

In its 9-0 ruling, the U .S . Suprem e 
C ourt reversed  the G eorgia co u rts , d e
claring tha t the principle first enun
c ia ted  nearly  a cen tu ry  earlie r in W at
son v. Jones “ leaves the civil courts  no 
role in determ ining ecclesiastical ques
tions in the p rocess o f resolving p rop 
e rty  d isp u te s .”

T he C ourt w ent on to decla re : “ F irst 
A m endm ent values are plainly jeo p a r
dized  w hen church  p roperty  litigation 
is m ade to  turn  on the resolution  by 
civil co u rts  o f con troversies over reli
g ious doctrine  and prac tice . If civil 
co u rts  undertake  to  reso lve  such con 
troversies  in o rder to  ad jud ica te  the 
p roperty  d ispu te , the hazards are ever 
p resen t o f inhibiting the free  develop
m ent of religious doctrine  and of im
plicating secu lar in te rests  in m atters of 
purely  ecclesiastical c o n c e rn .”

The C ourt said, neverthe less, tha t 
the F irst A m endm ent does no t totally  
limit civil courts in deciding church  
p roperty  con troversies. “ It is obvi
o u s ,”  B rennan w ro te , “ tha t not every  
civil co u rt decision  as to  p roperty  
claim ed by a  religious organization  
jeopard izes values p ro tec ted  by the 
F irst A m endm en t.”  Such instances 
arise , he con tinued , w hen the only 
questions are  those  involving “ neutral 
p rincip les o f law ”  tha t apply to  all 
p roperty  d ispu tes. The clear im plica
tion is tha t in the absence  of precise 
s ta tem en ts  in general church  charters 
tha t a denom ination  ow ns local church  
p ro p erty , civil cou rts  m ay aw ard local 
p roperty  to  congregational m ajorities.

W atson  v. Jones, 13 W all. 679. The 
U .S . Suprem e C ourt first faced  the 
question  o f the role o f civil courts in 
settling local church  p roperty  d isputes 
in the case  o f W atson  v. Jones, decided 
in 1872. In th a t case a schism  occurred  
in th e  W a ln u t S tr e e t  P re s b y te r ia n  
chu rch  in L ouisville, K en tucky , as well 
as in the local p resby tery  and the K en
tu c k y  S y n o d  o f  th e  P re s b y te r ia n

C hurch  in the U n ited  S ta tes o ver the 
questions relating  to  slavery .

A t the local level, bo th  sides in the 
W a ln u t S tr e e t  c h u rc h  c la im e d  th e  
p roperty . The d issiden ts first sought 
re lief in the Louisville  chancery  cou rt, 
w hich ruled in their fav o r. O n appeal, 
how ever, the U .S . C ircuit C ourt fo r the 
D istric t o f K entucky  rev e rsed , thereby  
aw arding the d ispu ted  p roperty  to  the 
W alnut S tree t loyalists, w ho, inciden
tally , w ere in the m ajority .

In its 6-2 ruling, the Suprem e C ourt 
affirmed the circu it cou rt. In his opin
ion fo r the High C ourt, Ju s tice  M iller 
w ro te: “ In this class o f cases w e th ink  
the rule o f action w hich should govern  
the civil cou rts, founded  in a  b road  and 
sound  view  of the re lations o f church  
and s ta te  under ou r system  o f judicial 
au thority  is, th a t, w henever the q u es
tions o f discipline o r o f fa ith , o r ecc le 
siastical ru le , custom  or law  have been 
decided by the highest o f these  church  
jud ica to ries to w hich the m atte r has 
been carried , the legal tribunals m ust 
accep t such decisions as final, and  as 
binding on them , in their app lication  to 
the case befo re th e m .”

Justice  M iller e labora ted : “ T he right 
to  organize volun tary  religious associ
a tions to  assist in the expression  and 
d issem ination  of any religious doctrine , 
and to  c rea te  tribunals fo r the decision  
o f con troverted  questions o f faith  
w ithin the associa tion , and fo r the ec
clesiastical governm en t o f all the  indi
vidual m em bers, congregations, and 
officers w ithin the general associa tion , 
is unquestioned . All w ho unite them 
selves to  such a body do so w ith an 
im plied consen t to  this governm en t and 
are  bound  to  subm it to  it. B ut it w ould 
be a vain consen t, and w ould lead to  
the to tal subversion o f such religious 
bodies, if anyone aggrieved by one of 
their decisions could appeal to  th e  sec
u lar cou rts  and have it reversed . It is o f 
the essence  of these  religious unions, 
and o f their right to  estab lish  tribunals 
fo r the decision  of questions arising 
am ong them selves, th a t those  decisions 
should be binding in all cases  o f ecc le
siastical cognizance, sub jec t only to  
such appeals as the organism  itself 
provides fo r .”

A t the sam e tim e, the C ourt fo r 
w hich M iller spoke m ade the d is tinc
tion betw een  denom inations of a  h ier
archical form  o f chu rch  governm en t 
and those  congregational bodies that 
acknow ledge the basic au tonom y of 
each local congregation , a  d istinction  
that succeeding C ourts have  repeated ly  
em phasized  as vital in the reso lu tion  o f 
church  p roperty  d ispu tes. □
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Further Illumination
M arch/A pril, 1980

James Burns, of 
Oceanside,
California, thinks 
Walter Utt’s vision of 
the Illuminati is 
“ nauseating” and 
“ palpably erroneous.”

Walter Utt, of 
Angwin, California, 
thinks that “ saying 
don’t make it so.” 
Read on . . .

Burns Up
C haracteriz ing  Dr. U tt 's  article “ Il

lum inating the Illum inati”  (M ay-June, 
1979) as "qualified  and d o cu m en ted ” 
w ould be deem ed self-serv ing  in m any 
circles. W hen such adulation  is accom 
panied  by a ttem p ts to  w ard off o r den i
g rate  in advance  any an ticipated  criti
cism  by in fe rences tha t p rospective 
critics belong to  the lunatic fringe of 
neo-M cC arthy ites. it is nauseating  and 
invites criticism .

Dr. U tt’s docum enta tion  suits his 
particu lar v iew poin t; th ere  is abundant 
con tra ry  docum enta tion . M oreover, 
even  the “ fa c ts "  relied  upon by Dr. 
U tt are palpably e rroneous. A few  ex 
am ples are  sufficient to  dem onstra te  
no t only tha t point bu t also  to  cast 
doub t that his conclusions can  be ac 
cep tab le  w hen his bases fo r them  are  a 
series o f erro rs .

Baron von Knigge w as not a “ M a
sonic d ro p o u t” ; he w as a m em ber of 
S tr id e  O bservance , a ttend ing  the M a
sonic C ongress o f W ilhelm sbad on July 
16, 1782, in th a t capacity . T he B avarian 
E lec to r did no t outlaw  the Illum inati in 
1785. A cou rt o f inquiry w as held in 
1785. T he police ra ids on the  houses of

Z w ack and B assus did no t take place 
until O ctober 11, 1786, follow ing the 
discovery  o f incrim inating docum ents 
on the body of the accidentally  killed 
I l lu m in a tu s  e m is s a ry , L a n z e . T he  
E lec to r w as neither frigh tened  not 
prom pted  in to  outlaw ing the Illum inati 
in 1786; the docum entation  found  in the 
houses w as incontrovertib le .

T h e  Illu m in a ti d id  n o t a t t r a c t  
“ m ostly  university  studen ts and jun ior 
officials” ; B aron Schroeckste in , an Il
lum inatus, contro lled  the M asonic 
lodges a t E ichstäd t and B aireth ; the 
Illum inati N icolai and  L euch tsen ring  
contro lled  B randenburg and Pom eria 
p rovince lodges from  B erlin; W ei- 
shaupt him self, w hen he fled B avaria , 
found  refuge w ith th e  Illum inatus the 
D uke of Saxe-G otha.

The fam e o f the Illum inati w as not 
“ m ostly ex post fa c to ” ; in 1794, the 
Duke o f B runsw ick, G rand M aster of 
G e rm a n  F re e m a s o n ry  a n d  an  ex -  
Ilum inatus, issued a  m anifesto  to  all 
G erm an lodges calling fo r the ir tem po
rary  suppression  because  they  w ere in
filtrated by Illum inati. In 1799, the 
B ritish Parliam ent outlaw ed  all secret 
societies excep t R oyal A rch M asonry 
fo r the sam e reason ; in 1808, B enjam in 
F ab re  published G rand O rien t F reem a
sonry  co rrespondence  show ing the Il
lum inati still active in B avaria; in 1813 
the special police com m issioner at 
M ayine, F rance , advised  the M inister 
o f Police o f co rrespondence  he had 
received  from  Illum inati in H eidelberg. 
W itt D oehring con fessed  to  being an 
Illum inatus in B ayreuth on F ebruary  4, 
1824. In 1878, the Royal A rch M asonic 
O rder fo rbade all rela tions w ith G rand 
O rient F reem asons because o f Illum in
ati infiltration; in 1909. C opin A lban- 
c e ll i ,  a R o se -C ro ix  d e g re e  G ra n d  
O rient M ason, renounced  the O rder, 
declaring he w as to  be in itiated  as an 
Illum inatus. In 1921, th e  R oyal A rch 
M asons refused  to  a ttend  the In te rn a 
tional M asonic C ongress in S w itzer
land because  the G rand O rient lodges 
w ould be in a ttendance and w ere infil
tra ted  by Illum inati.

T hat several persons “ associated  
w ith the g roup”  w ere affected  in “ later

ac tions . . . specifically a ttribu tab le  to  
. . . con tac t w ith the Illum inati”  is 
easily  dem onstra ted . C agliostro , w ho 
con fessed  to  being an Illum inatus b e 
fo re  the H oly See in Rom e in 1790, 
having been in itiated  in F ran k fu rt, w as 
a leading figure in the affair o f M arie 
A n to in e tte 's  neck lace , w hich did so 
m u ch  to  d is c r e d i t  h e r . A n a c h a rs is  
C lootz , a leading F rench  revo lu tionary  
and Illum inatus, albeit a P russian  baron  
also , decla red  h im self to be “ the p e r
sonal enem y of Jesus C h ris t”  and in a 
speech to  the F rench  N ational A ssem 
bly , Sep tem ber 9, 1792, sta ted  tha t the 
revo lu tion  w as to  w eld all na tions to 
ge th e r and be know n as “ the im m uta
ble em pire o f G reat G erm any , the U ni
versal R epub lic .”  T he sam e speaker, 
befo re  the C onvention  on N ovem ber 
17, 1792, proclaim ed , “ T he People is 
th e  S o v e re ig n  an d  th e  G o d  o f  th e  
w orld ; F rance  is the cen te r o f the Peo- 
ple-G od; only foo ls believe in any  o ther 
G od, in a Suprem e B eing .”  T he C on
vention  then  issued  a decree  p roclaim 
ing “ the nullity  o f all re lig ions."

T he Illum inatus C haum ette  (A naxa- 
gorus) caused  the Illum inati m otto  
“ D eath  is an e ternal s leep”  to  be 
posted  in all F rench  cem eteries in  1793. 
T h e  la te r  a c t io n s  o f  r e v o lu t io n a ry  
tro o p s in burning all libraries and  d e 
m olishing industrial tow ns w ere in 
keeping with the Illum inati p recep t that 
industrialism  and  all capitalism  w as to  
be  destroyed  and  science  as W ieshaupt 
decla red  w as “ the inven tions of vain 
and  em pty  b ra in s .”  H en ce  th e  guillo
tining o f  L avo isier u nder the claim  
“ W hat need  does th e  revo lu tion  have 
o f ch em ists?”  T he industrial tow n of 
L yons w as dem olished  com m encing 
O ctober 9, 1793, under the personal 
direction  o f the Illum inatus C outhon. 
M irabeau , w ho had the Illum inatus 
pseudonym  o f L eon idas, personally  set 
up the  Club B reton  under the d irection  
o f the G erm an Illum inati B ode and 
B aron de B usche in 1789, w hich later 
becam e know n as C lub des Jacob ins, 
so  tha t he w as able to  boast tha t by 
M arch , 1789, all 266 lodges o f the 
G rand  O rien t w ere “ illum in ized .”

C onsidering th a t the avow ed aim s of
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Ilium inism  w ere abolition  o f m onarchy  
and all o rdered  governm en t, abolition 
o f p rivate  p ro p e rty , abolition o f  in h er
itance , abolition  of patrio tism , aboli
tion of m arriage and  all m orality , and 
abolition  o f religion, then  it w ould be a 
cu rious assertion  indeed to  claim  the 
F rench  R evolu tion  w as unaffected  by 
any  o f these  p recep ts.

Dr. U tt seem s to  equa te  outlaw ing 
w ith ex tinc tion . B oth crim e and  com 
m unism  have been  ou tlaw ed m any 
tim es; ne ither is ex tinc t. D r. U tt does 
no t w an t to  recognize th a t ideas die 
hard , if they  d ie  a t all. T he  concep t of 
Ilium inism  w as the  sam e as th a t o f the 
M artin istes o f a cen tu ry  earlier, and the 
sam e as th a t o f the Illum inati o f fif
teen th -cen tu ry  G erm any. Indeed , the 
govern ing  them e is traceab le  earlier 
than  Ju lius C aesar; it is the e levation  o f 
m an to  th a t o f D eity and the denial o f a

higher Being. On such an egotistical 
belief it is sim ple to  decla re  th a t the end 
justifies the  m eans because  no fear o f 
divine re tribu tion  ex is ts . C onscience 
can be d ism issed as a w orn-out legacy 
o f w rong upbringing. T he only division 
am ong Illum inati is tha t o f arguing 
w hether the  desirab le  end is m an u t
terly  w ithout res tra in t, i.e ., anarchy , o r 
m an as a co llective en tity , all m em bers 
o f w hich w ork fo r the com m on good,
i.e ., com m unism .

It is in teresting  tha t Jefferson  found 
the a ttack s on  h im self as a M ason and 
Illum inatus ex trem ely  em barrassing ; 
he publicly decla red  W ieshaupt to  be 
‘‘an  en thusiastic  ph ilan th ro p ist.”  I b e 
lieve there  is a  ph rase “ Saying d o n ’t 
m ake it s o .”  T he phrase can be applied 
to  the w hole o f Dr. U tt’s article.

I have  refra ined  from  com m enting 
on o th er parts  o f D r. U tt’s article not

dealing w ith the F rench  R evolution  and 
the Illum inati. I do so in antic ipation  
tha t L i b e r t y  will begrudge any  space 
at all to  specific critic ism  giving nam es, 
da te s , and  places.

“ G erm any has long suffered  from  
the evil w hich today covers  the w hole 
of E urope. . . . T he  sec t o f the Illu
m ines . . . has never been destroyed  
although the sam e (B avarian) govern 
m ent has tried  to  supp ress it and has 
been obliged to  inveigh against it, and  
it has taken  successively , according 
to  circum stances and the needs of 
th e  t im e s , th e  d e n o m in a tio n s  o f  
T ugendbund, o f B u rschenshaft, et c e t
e r a .” — M em oires de M ettern ich , v. 
368 ( 1832).

JA M E S  B U R N S 
O ceanside, C alifornia

Utterly Unconvinced
D r. U tt replies; A s Mr. B urns co r

rectly  o b se rv es, “ Saying d o n ’t m ake it 
s o . ”  T h e  c o m p a n io n  d ic tu m  is , 
“ O rders given [or p rogram s enun 
ciated] are not necessarily  carried  
o u t ."  Perhaps I can  clarify  som e points 
challenged; on o thers  w e d isagree on 
the validity  o f sources and will have to  
leave it at tha t.

An illum iné  (illum inatus) and an Illu
m inatus, that is, a m em ber o f W ies- 
h au p t’s g roup , are  not necessarily  the 
sam e thing. Illum inés  go back  long b e 
fo re  W eishaupt, and  the “ illum inated” 
could be anyone claim ing special in
sight and percep tions. T he eigh teen th  
cen tu ry , the Age o f E n ligh tenm ent, 
w as “ illum ina ted .”  C onfusion  resu lts  
w hen it is assum ed th e  term  m ust re fe r 
alw ays to  a  particu lar group.

The real issue, as I see it, is reduc- 
tionism . W as th e  W eishaupt g roup  so 
d ifferen t o r com pellingly original th a t it 
can  be given cred it fo r a long list of 
occu rrences from  then  till now ? A s I

said be fo re , nothing they  advocated  
w as no t already  on som eone e lse ’s list 
o f ideals. W ere the  ideals o f te rro ris ts  
o f 1794 affected  only  by alleged con
nections w ith a particu lar group? W ere 
there  (and are  there) no o th er h is to ri
cal, social, philosophical, religious, o r 
acc iden ta l fac to rs  in g rea t upheavals, 
o r does every th ing  th a t upsets us in the 
p ast tw o  cen tu ries have to  be  traced 
back  to  th is m ediocre little law  p ro fes
sor in B avaria? “ N ot p ro v en ”  is the 
k indest verd ict possible.

M r. B urns is co rrec t tha t Knigge w as 
alw ays a nom inal m em ber o f a M asonic 
lodge. H is fluctuating and  som etim es 
hostile re la tions w ith the lodges helped 
draw  him tow ard  W eishaupt, so I used 
the w ord dropou t, probably  not the m ot 
juste . As to  outlaw ry, I w as going by 
the second  of the th ree  degrees against 
the society , w hich seem ed to  me to  
have done them  in. T he third w as a 
form al coup de grace, bu t I will not 
co n tes t the date  one w ishes to use . The 
E lec to r is sta ted  to  have feared  fo r his 
life and  his th rone  (see S tauffer, p. 
176).

Y es, the re  w ere p rom inent people in

the society , but I still feel it likely that 
m ost w ere the younger functionary  and 
un iversity  types , as w ith so m any o th er 
com parab le  groups. W ieshaupt him 
self, Mr. B urns will recall, p re fe rred  to 
recru it in the under-30 age group  until 
Knigge jo ined  him. A s fo r influence in 
la ter life, again this is difficult to  p rove 
in the cases o f know n individuals. 
W ould C agliostro  have been  any m ore 
or less a sw indling rascal fo r his m em 
bersh ip  in the Illum inati— if indeed  he 
w as a m em ber? (W hen th e  H oly Office 
is asking questions, a p risoner like 
C agliostro  tries to  p lease. H e to ld  them  
w hat he thought they w anted to  hear— 
not unknow n even in charla tans today .)

W hatever g roups M irabeau  jo ined in 
his rakehell youth , he w as a political 
m oderate; and  if poor, fa tu o u s L ouis 
X V I h ad  b e e n  s m a r t  a n d  fo r c e fu l  
enough to  w ork w ith him , bo th  a king 
and  a  constitu tional m onarchy  might 
have survived. T here  w ere all kinds of 
revo lu tion ists in 1789, and  the positions 
o f a  M irabeau o r a L a fay e tte  w ere a 
lig h t-y e a r  o r  tw o  f ro m  th o s e  o f  a 
C outhom  o r a B abeuf. S tauffer calls 
the M irabeau story  a “ b izarre  and  p re 
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posterous ex p lan a tio n ,”  a favo rite  o f 
G erm an and F rench  w riters o f the day 
o f the “ special p lead e r”  type. The 
C agliostro  connection  he calls “ a m ore 
silly ex p o sitio n ”  (see pp. 1%, 197).

1 did say tha t the  ev idence fo r the 
surv ival o f  the society  a fte r  1786 w as 
“ hardly  coerc ive  e ither w a y .”  If in
deed  the group  su rv ived , o r individuals 
w ho belonged to  it— o r said they  had— 
su rfaced  in la ter y ea rs , one might ex 
pect such claim s w ould show  up in the 
repo rts  o f police agen ts. (By the w ay, 
w here is “ M ay ine” ? It is no t listed in 
the G rand A tla s  de France.)

Y es, the B ritish ou tlaw ed secre t so
cie ties , and I no ted  in the article w hy at 
th e  m om ent they  w ould have  been 
especially  frigh tened . W ith the allega
tions o f B arruel and R obison ho t off the 
p ress, it w ould not be strange if the 
te rm  I l lu m in a t i  w a s  m e n t io n e d — 
though I th ink y o u ’ll find w orries about 
C onventionnels  o r Jacobins  m uch m ore 
com m on.

A m ajor quarre l be tw een  B ritish and 
F rench  M asons in the 1878 era  w as 
over the F rench  decision  to  adm it Jew s 
and  agnostics to  m em bersh ip , tha t is, 
no t holding to  the  requirem ent o f a 
belief in D eity . T he M asons w ere in the 
middle of the b itte r ba ttle  to  p reserve  
the republic , and  they  fe lt they  needed 
all the m em bers they  could  get. W as 
th e  British com plain t abou t illuminism 
o r the Illum inati?

T he sta tem en t tha t th e  F rench  R ev
o lu tion , inspired  by W eishaupt, w as 
against science and  industry  is the kind 
tha t baffles o rd inary  h isto rians. In fac t, 
F rench  revo lu tion ists  w ere fairly  quick 
to  use  science and technology , w hether 
inherited , like G ribeauval’s artille ry , o r 
som ething new , like the first m ilitary 
balloons, the heliograph , o r the canning 
of food— not to  m ention organizing the 
educational and scientific s tru c tu res  fo r 
w hich N apoleon  la ter claim ed cred it.

In teresting  “ new  ligh t”  fo r me is th e  
claim  that the F rench  R evolution  d e 
stroyed  libraries! O dd fo r a regim e 
steeped  in historical allusion and sym 
bolism  as  the  revo lu tion ists  w ere. W hat 
lib raries?  By w hose o rder?  W hen? W as 
it at L yon? T he V endée?  T hey seem  to

have m issed qu ite  a few . T o  cred it a 
sec t like the Illum inati w ith a  p roduc
tion like the F rench  R evolution  is to  
have a varian t o f the old story  o f the 
flea a n d  th e  e le p h a n t  c ro s s in g  th e  
bridge together. A B arruel type  says, 
“ B o y , th a t  flea  su re  sh o o k  th a t  
bridge!”  T he bridge indeed shook , bu t 
B a r ru e l n e e d e d  b e t t e r  s p e c ta c le s .  
T o d ay ’s h is to rian , before  he accep ts  
w hat a B arruel says , had b e tte r  consu lt 
the da ta  on w hat kind o f glasses B ar
ruel w as w earing!

I shou ldn’t w onder tha t T hom as Je f
fe rson  w as em barrassed  by accusations 
tha t he w as an Illum inatus. N o  politi
cian en joys being m aligned, w hether 
innocent o r guilty , w hen it might cost 
vo tes— and there  w as the R everend  
M orse braying aw ay up in B oston. In 
som e w ay, are  we being asked  to  regret 
Je ffe rson ’s con tribu tion  to  th e  A m eri
can system ? If  he w as an  Illum inatus, it 
would seem  we could use  m ore of 
them !

The M etternich  quote is g rea t until 
one reads it. A s th e  chief lid-sitter fo r 
th irty  years o f reaction  a fte r N apoleon 
and  ultim ately  dislodged by those  rev 
olu tionary  fo rces he so d e tes ted , he 
w ould indeed suspect the w orst ev ery 
w here. But if he then redefines Illu
minati as B u rschenschaften , the Tu- 
gendbund— and doub tless he w ould 
have throw n in C arbonari, C arlists , or 
C hartists , if h e ’d thought o f them — he 
has so w idened his definition as to  
leave it m eaningless again. Illum inati 
then  are in on every  group  troubling the 
public tranquillity  and accep ted  values. 
C ertain ly , M ettern ich  and  the A bbe 
B arruel, S .J ., w ould have  so ch a rac 
terized  the P ro testan t R efo rm ers o f the 
six teenth  cen tu ry . A nd ought we not to  
add o ther g roups hoping to  upse t a 
sta tus quo— the early  C hristians, the 
IR A , the PL O , the R epublican P arty , 
the W C TU ?

The sources I question— B arruel, 
R obison, W ebster, C arr, W elch— are 
v e ry  p o s i t iv e ,  an d  v e ry  d e ta i le d .  
W ithin the past year, in conversa tion  or 
by mail o r tape , I have been assailed by 
people w ho are certa in  they have the 
inside scoop. T heir m odels fo r h istory

and society  are  consp iracy  m odels. 
Som e use the sam e m aterial. Som e o f it 
is very  old m aterial. T hey canno t all be 
r ig h t.  T h e ir  r e v e la t io n s  b la m e  o u r  
tr o u b le s  on  c o n s p i r a c ie s  o f  J e w s , 
C atho lics, C om m unists (w ith o r w ith
ou t Illum inati), o r Big M oney using one 
o r m ore o f the first th ree , o r in the 
tapes in c ircu lation  cu rren tly  (w hich 
ac tua lly  insp ired  my artic le  in th e  first 
p lace), a  com bination  of the occu lt and 
the Illum inati. O ne speaker says even 
the John  B irch Society  leadersh ip  is 
con tro lled  by the Illum inati and R o ths
child! I suppose this m ust be so , be
cause he said so very  specifically and 
said he h im self b rough t the  payoff 
m oney from  L ondon  fo r the J .B .S . 
leadership! I am so rry , bu t I sim ply 
canno t sum m on up sufficient faith  to  
accep t these  “ very  w ell-docum ented 
c la im s ,"  sim ultaneously  or co n secu 
tively.

W e should rem em ber th a t (though it 
w as d ropped  fo r the English tran s la 
tion) B arruel saw  the first trium ph o f 
the fiendish W eishauptian  Illum inati as 
the success o f the A m erican R evolu
tion . In tha t case , ou r R evolution  and 
C onstitu tion  are ou r heritage from  the 
Illum inati! If  you dem ur on th a t, you 
m ay begin to  question  som e of his 
o th er a ssertions and  even  s ta rt asking 
w ho he w as, w hy he w ro te  w hat and 
w hen he d id , and perhaps even  w onder 
w hether he knew  w hat he w as talking 
about— o r knew  quite well b u t had  a 
bill o f goods to  sell. T here are  folks 
w ho can get goosebum ps by looking at 
the sym bols on th e  backside of a dollar 
bill and fee l ou r R evolution  and  C on
stitu tion  w ere d renched  in Illum inati, 
even if norm al h is to rians c a n ’t find 
them . So be it!

A F rench  con m an w ho ran an anti- 
M asonic cam paign in the n ineteen th  
cen tury  fo r tw elve consecu tive  years 
sum m ed it up (and he should know ): 
“ T here is abso lu te ly  no lim it to  the 
ability  o f people to  believe w hat they 
w ant to b e liev e .”

W A L T E R  C. U TT  
A ngwin, C alifornia
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Persecution
By R. E . F inney , Jr.

Compelling evidence that 
conscience once again 
will be coerced by 
apostate Christianity

During the days of the T hird  R eich , 
Paul S chneider, a  P ro tes tan t p a s

to r, w as a rrested  by the N azis and  put 
into a concen tra tion  cam p. H e had 
th ree  tim es defied th e  governm en t— by 
preaching  against N azi paganism  in the 
beginning and  by  continu ing  to  p reach  
w hen he had  tw ice been  fo rb idden  to  
do  so. In  p rison  his courage  rem ained 
stead fast. O tto  D ibelius, in h is Call to  a 
D iv id e d  C ity ,  te l ls  how  S c h n e id e r  
w ould shou t passages of S crip ture  
from  his cell w indow  to  p risoners being 
m arched by , even  though he knew  that 
he w ould be terrib ly  b ea ten  fo r it. T o r
tu red  alm ost to  d ea th , he w as finally 
m urdered  by a  concen tra tion -cam p 
doc to r, w ho gave him  an  overdose  of 
strophan th in .

H e did no t live to  know  th a t the 
T hird  R eich w ould crum ble. H e did not 
live even  to  see the w ar th a t w ould 
bring N azism  to  an end . W hen he d ied 
in 1939 he had  no  ev idence  th a t his 
heroism  did any good a t all.

T here  w ere o th e r Paul Schneiders, 
w e know  now . A nd th ere  will be m ore. 
The days of m onolith ic governm en t are 
no t over. W rote John  the reve la to r o f a 
last-day persecu ting  pow er: “ A nd he 
had pow er to  give life un to  the im age of 
the beast, th a t th e  im age o f the beast 
should bo th  speak , and  cause th a t as 
m any as w ould no t w orsh ip  the im age 
of the beast should be k illed”  (R evela
tion  13:15). W hat pow er is c loaked  in 
the prophetic  im agery? W hen will it 
r i s e ?  W h a t s h o u ld  b e  o u r  p o s tu re  
tow ard  it?  F or an sw er, w e shall go to 
the book o f D aniel, the  O ld T estam en t 
com panion  book to  R evelation .

“ In the first y ear o f B elshazzar king

of B abylon D aniel had  a  d ream  and 
visions o f his head upon  his bed: then 
he w ro te  the d ream , and told the sum  
of the m atters. D aniel spake and said , I 
saw  in m y vision by night, and, behold , 
th e  fo u r w inds o f the heaven strove 
upon  th e  g rea t sea. A nd fo u r g rea t 
b easts  cam e up  from  the sea, d iverse  
one from  ano ther. T he first w as like a 
lion, and  had  eag le’s w ings: I beheld  till 
the  w ings th e reo f w ere p lucked , and it 
w as lifted  up from  the ea rth , and m ade 
stand  upon  the fee t as a  m an, and a 
m a n ’s hea rt w as given to  it. A nd behold 
an o th e r beast, a  second , like to  a bear, 
and  it raised  up  itse lf on one side, and it 
had  th ree  ribs in the m outh o f it b e 
tw een  the tee th  o f it: and they  said thus 
un to  it, A rise , devour m uch flesh. A fter 
this I beheld , and lo an o ther, like a 
leopard , w hich had upon the back  o f it 
fo u r w ings of a fow l; the b east had also 
fo u r heads; and dom inion w as g iven to 
it. A fte r this I saw  in the  night visions, 
and behold  a fou rth  b east, d readfu l and 
terrib le , and  strong exceedingly; and it 
had g rea t iron tee th : it devoured  and 
b rak e  in p ieces, and stam ped th e  res i
due w ith the fee t o f it: and it w as 
d iverse  from  all the beasts  tha t w ere 
befo re  it; and it had ten  h o rn s”  (D aniel 
7:1-7).

T he in terp re ta tion  o f m ost o f the vi
sion is no t difficult. G od H im self un
veiled the sym bols through an angel 
m essenger:

“ T hese  g rea t beasts, w hich are  fou r, 
a re  fo u r kings [kingdom s], w hich shall 
arise ou t o f the e a r th ”  (verse 17). W e 
can  im agine th a t D aniel im m ediately 
thought o f the g rea t im age o f N eb u 
ch ad n ezza r’s d ream , w hich also had 
fo u r m ajo r p a rts  (see chap te r 2). T hese 
w ere revealed  to  rep resen t fo u r m ajor 
k in g d o m s— s u c c e s s iv e ly ,  B a b y lo n , 
M e d o -P e rs ia ,  G re e c e ,  a n d  R o m e . 
C ould th is vision re fe r to  the sam e 
fou r?  If  so , w hy?

Procession  A venue in B abylon, at

the tim e of D an ie l’s vision, w as lined 
on both  sides by lions, dep ic ted  in re 
lief in the beautifu l glazed tiles tha t 
lined the w alls o f the avenue. O ne fa 
miliar w ith the O riental In s titu te  o f the 
U n iversity  o f C hicago, o r th e  Perga- 
mum M useum  of E ast B erlin , canno t 
doub t tha t lions m ust have been  a  fa 
miliar sym bol to D aniel. E ven  before  
the angel’s in terp re ta tion  he m ay have 
identified the lion w ith B abylon.

If the head o f gold and  the lion o f the 
seventh  chap te r are sym bols o f the 
sam e pow er— and a  m ultitude o f Bible 
scholars agree tha t they  a re— then  the 
second  sym bol o f the seven th  chap te r 
stands fo r the pow er sym bolized  by the 
b reast and arm s of silver o f ch ap te r 2 . 
H istory  ag rees; the w orld-dom inating 
pow er th a t fo llow ed B abylon w as the 
kingdom  of the M edes and  Persians. 
(Som e scholars believe the tw o arm s o f 
the im age dep ic t the dual n a tu re  o f the 
m onarchy . The b ear o f ch ap te r 7 raises 
one side higher than  the o th er, ind ica t
ing the dom inant position  o f th e  M edes 
in the dual kingdom .)

Follow ing the bear com es a  fo u r
winged leopard . It is no t acc iden t tha t 
th is anim al has w ings, fo r th is is the 
sym bol o f G reece u nder A lexander, 
w hose speed  as a conquero r is legend
ary . The fo u r heads o f the leopard  have 
m eaning, too , fo r w hen A lexander died 
at age 33, the kingdom  w as d iv ided into 
fou r parts, ru led  respective ly  by Cas- 
sander, L ysim achus, S eleucus, and 
Ptolem y. T his beast co rresponds to  the 
b rass o f the im age o f ch ap te r 2 .

The aw esom e beast, it fo llow s, m ust 
be Rom e. T he iron tee th  sym bolize the 
strength  o f the R om an E m pire , ju s t as 
the legs o f iron in D aniel 2 stood fo r the 
sam e quality.

R. E . F inney, Jr., a retired m in ister and  
fo rm er editor  o /T h e se  T im es, now  lives 
in A ngw in, California.
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T en horns grow  o u t o f the head  of 
th is indescribab le  b eas t (as there  w ere 
ten toes on the im age o f D aniel 2). 
T heir m eaning is c lea r. F rom  the so f
tening m ass o f the  R om an E m pire w ere 
carved  th e  coun tries o f the O strogo ths, 
V isigoths, F ran k s , V andals, Suevi, 
A la m a n n i , A n g lo -S a x o n s , H e ru li ,  
L om bards , and B urgundians. (T here is 
som e d isagreem ent as to  the coun tries 
tha t cam e ou t o f R om e.)

A t this point the im age of Daniel 2 
con tribu tes no m ore to  o u r know ledge 
o f hum an h is to ry ; w e a re  left only w ith 
the inform ation  th a t G od H im self will 
se t up a  kingdom  in th e  days o f these 
m odern  nations. D aniel 7, how ever, 
adds several details to  the outline of 
fu tu re  h is to ry— the reason  fo r the sec
ond  dream ;

“ I considered  the  ho rns, and , b e 
hold, there  cam e up am ong them  an 
o th e r little ho rn , befo re  w hom  there 
w ere th ree  o f the first ho rns p lucked  up 
by the roo ts: and , behold , in this horn 
w ere eyes like the eyes o f m an, and a 
m outh  speaking grea t th ings”  (verse  8).

This pow er com es up am ong  the 
coun tries th a t arose  from  the ru ins o f 
th e  R om an E m pire. I t w as to  be con 
tem poraneous w ith a t least seven  o f 
them . It w as to  be dom inant am ong 
them . Special light w as given to  D aniel 
concern ing  this developm ent.

“ T hus he [the angel] said, T he fourth  
b east shall be the fo u rth  kingdom  upon 
earth , w hich shall be d iverse  from  all 
kingdom s, and shall devour the w hole 
ea rth , and  shall tread  it dow n, and 
b reak  it in p ieces. A nd the ten  horns 
ou t o f this kingdom  are  ten  kings tha t 
shall arise: and  ano ther shall rise a fter 
them ; and he shall be  d iverse  from  the 
first, and he shall subdue th ree k ings”  
(verses 23, 24).

H ere  is a p rophecy  of a pow er th a t is 
to  mingle w ith th e  k ingdom s o f the 
W estern  w orld , as clay  w as m ixed w ith 
the iron  of th e  fee t and toes o f the 
im age o f D aniel 2. I t w as to  be a  “ d i
v e r s e ”  p o w e r— d if fe re n t fro m  th e  
kingdom  befo re it and  con tem porary  
w ith it. Indeed  it w as to  be a  religio- 
political pow er, seeking to  com bine the 
pow er of chu rch  and s ta te . Says histo ry :

“ O ut o f the ru ins o f political R om e, 
aro se  the g rea t m oral E m pire  in the 
‘g ian t fo rm ’ o f th e  R om an C h u rch .” 1

“ U n d e r  th e  R o m an  E m p ire  th e  
popes had no tem poral pow ers. But 
w hen the R om an E m pire had d is in te
gra ted  and its p lace had been  taken  by a 
num ber o f rude , b arbarous k ingdom s, 
the Rom an C atholic church  no t only 
becam e independen t o f th e  s ta tes  in

religious affairs bu t dom inated  secu lar 
affairs as well. A t tim es, under such 
ru lers as C harlem agne (768-814), O tto  
the G reat (936-973), and H enry  III 
(1039-1056), the civil pow er contro lled  
the church  to  som e ex ten t; bu t in gen
era l, under the w eak political system  of 
feudalism , the w ell-organized, unified, 
and cen tralized  church , w ith the pope 
at its head , w as no t only independen t in 
ecclesiastical affairs bu t also contro lled  
civil a ffa irs .” 2

It is im portant to  understand  tha t 
people living w hen the R om an E m pire 
d isin tegrated  in to  th e  k ingdom s o f E u 
rope and N orth  A frica did no t know  
th a t they  w ere never to  be united  again. 
In fac t, h isto ry  reco rds m any efforts by 
various nations and individuals to  re 
c rea te  a w orld em pire. B ut, according 
to  the p rophecy , E urope is never to  be 
united  politically . H arking back  to  
Daniel 2, we read , “ A nd in the days of 
these kings shall the G od of heaven  set 
up a kingdom , w hich shall never be 
destroyed : and the  kingdom  shall not 
be le ft to  o th er people , bu t it shall 
b reak  in p ieces and consum e all these 
k ingdom s, and it shall stand  fo r e v e r”  
(verse 44).

T hat there are to  be unions o f church 
and s ta te  ju s t befo re  G o d ’s kingdom  is 
established is m ade c lear by the p ro 
phetic record .

In R evelation 13 we are  in troduced 
to  a pow er called a “ b e a s t” — th e  sam e 
sym bolic language as in D aniel 2: “ A nd 
I stood upon the sand o f the sea , and 
saw  a beast rise up ou t o f the sea, 
having seven heads and ten horns, and 
upon his horns ten  crow ns, and upon 
his heads the nam e o f b lasphem y. . . . 
A nd I beheld  ano ther beast com ing up 
ou t o f the e a r th ; and  he had tw o horns 
like a lam b, and he spake as a dragon. 
And he exerc ise th  all the pow er o f the 
first beast befo re him , and causeth  the 
earth  and them  w hich dw ell therein  to  
w orship the first beast, w hose deadly 
w ound w as healed. . . . A nd he had 
pow er to give life unto  the image o f the 
beast, that the im age o f the beast 
should both  speak , and cause th a t as 
m any as w ould no t w orship the image 
o f the beast should be killed. A nd he 
causeth  all, both  sm all and grea t, rich 
and poor, free  and bond, to  receive a 
m ark  in their right hand, o r in their 
fo reheads: and tha t no m an might buy 
or sell, save he th a t had the m ark , or 
the nam e of the beast, o r the num ber of 
his nam e”  (verses 1-17).

H ere plainly, the prophecy speaks of 
the continuing dom inance of an eccle
siastical pow er. The recurring  w ord

w orship  m akes th is in te rp re ta tion  una
voidable. T hat th is pow er is to  be 
dom inant over a lm ost all hum anity  is 
also  plain, as is the fa c t th a t it is to  ru le 
by  fo rce .

T he m istaken  idea th a t conscience 
will never again be  coerced  by pow er 
politics in o r ou t o f the church  should 
be abandoned . A posta te  C hristian ity  is 
y e t  to  g a th e r  d is c ip le s  fro m  all 
churches into a unity  o f evil. D ays o f 
persecu tion  lie ahead , as well as b e 
hind, fo r hum anity . T his is no t a p leas
an t though t, bu t it is as certa in  as the 
revelations to  D aniel and  John .

L e t us now  exam ine several q u es
tions the book o f D aniel helps u s an 
sw er. W e believe tha t the book is well 
w orth  studying, if fo r no o th er reason  
than this.

W hat does the c itizen  ow e to his 
coun try?  D aniel w ould say , “ Faith fu l, 
honest, efficient se rv ic e .”  W hat will he 
do w hen he is con fron ted  by a conflict 
betw een  his coun try  and his G od? He 
will no t sw erve from  his du ty  to  his 
G od bu t will a t the sam e tim e be the 
best possib le citizen  of his coun try . 
D oes his w illingness to  be a m arty r, if 
necessary  to  p reserve  his fa ith , do  any 
good? Indeed it does. H ow  w ould 
N ebuchadnezzar have learned  o f the 
true  G od, if the H ebrew s had buckled 
under governm ental p ressu re— bow 
ing, fo r exam ple, to  the golden image 
(chap ter 3)? N ations are  yet to  learn  of 
the com pelling pow er of love to  w ith 
stand  even  death  itself.

W h a t w ill o u r  a n s w e rs  be  w h en  
pow er politics a ttem pt to  subvert our 
p rincip les? T hat is a  question  each  o f 
us m ust answ er fo r him self. Som e, w ho 
today  seem  to be a rran t cow ards, may 
through the grace of G od becom e la t
ter-day  Jerom es, W ycliffes, L u thers , 
o r Savonaro las. O thers m ay abandon 
their faith  and die unw ept, unhonored , 
and  unsung.

A t the foo t o f B unker Hill is a  b ronze  
plate  in m em ory of th e  m en w ho lost 
their lives fighting fo r liberty . I t reads, 
“ B landishm ents will no t fasc ina te  us, 
nor will the th rea ts  o f a halter intim i
d a te , fo r under G od w e are  determ ined  
tha t w heresoever, w hensoever, and 
how soever w e shall be called  to  m ake 
o u r exit, w e shall die free  m e n .”  □
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1 A . C . F lick , T he R ise  o f  the  M ed iaeva l C hurch, 

p. 150, qu o ted  in The S even th -d a y  A d v e n tis t B ib le  
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W orld -A ffa irs , p. 1, q u o te d  in  The Seven th -d a y  
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The b a ttle  is over fo r 83-year-old 
E dw ard  Zepp.

C ourt-m artia led  in 1918 fo r refusing 
an  o rder to  b ea r arm s, the F lo rida  w id
ow er w as recen tly  g ran ted  an  ho n o r
able d ischarge  by a five-m an m ilitary 
reco rd s panel a t th e  Pen tagon .

Z ep p ’s pa tience  and pers is ten ce  o u t
las ted  th e  num erous obstac les th a t fo r 
61 years tes ted  his faith  in G od and 
m an.

A  decla red  conscien tious ob jec to r, 
Z epp w as court-m artia led  on S ep tem 
ber 18, 1918, by a U .S . m ilitary cou rt in 
L e  M ans, F ran ce . A  dev o u t L u th eran , 
Z epp  re fu sed  to  b ear arm s and  re 
q u e s te d  n o n c o m b a t d u ty . H e  w as 
court-m artia led  instead and  sen tenced  
to  ten  years  o f  hard  labor.

N ow  frail in health  and living in a 
c o n d o m in iu m  p r o je c t  in  M a rg a te , 
F lo rida , Z epp  took  his case  to  W ash
ington and  w on. An earlier a ttem p t to  
have his nam e c leared  in 1953 w on him 
a general d ischarge, w hich he  regarded  
as a “ second-class co m p ro m ise .”

“ I fo llow ed the d ic ta tes o f m y co n 
science and  th e  W ord o f G o d ,”  he said. 
“ I k n e w  th a t  I h a d  d o n e  n o th in g  
w ro n g .”

T hrough the  aid o f U .S . C ongress
m an D an M ica (D .-F la .), Z epp w as 
gran ted  a hearing  befo re  th e  A rm y 
B o a rd  f o r  C o r re c t io n  o f  M ili ta ry  
R ecords in S ep tem ber. A rm ed w ith a 
B ible and  num erous case  files, he trav 
eled  by train  to  W ashington

Though assisted  by John  L andau , an 
a tto rney  associa ted  w ith the C en te r fo r 
C onscien tious O b jection , and M artin 
S lovik, a m em ber o f the staff o f the 
Office fo r G overnm ental A ffairs o f the 
L u th e ra n  C h u rc h  C o u n c il ,  th e  o ld  
doughboy w as his ow n best defense .

H is frequen tly  faltering , em otional 
speech and answ ers m oved even  the 
ste rnest m em bers o f th e  hearing  p an e l.

A fterw ard , R ay W illiam s, the exec
utive secre ta ry  fo r the co rrec tions 
board , adm itted: “ I think th e  board  felt 
a certa in  am oun t o f com passion  fo r an 
old m an like th a t .”

T he subsequen t vo te  w as 4 to  1 in 
favo r o f upgrading Z ep p ’s d ischarge to 
honorable.

Private  E dw ard  Z epp , C om pany D, 
323d M achine G un B attalion , A m eri
can E xped itionary  F o rces , scored  a 
b low  fo r hum an rights. “ I know  m y 
tim e is near, and I w anted  th is thing 
settled  once and  fo r a ll ,”  he explained. 
“ T he A rm y hung a num ber on me, 
shaved  my head , and put me behind 
iron bars because I stuck  to  m y con 
v ic tio n s .”

B orn in 1896 to  Polish im m igrant

The Man 
Who Refused 

to Fight-IT
By John  E. Bell

Edward Zepp has won his 
war; after 61 years, his 
name is cleared.

paren ts , M ichael and L ou ise  C zepieus 
(la ter shortened  to  Z epp), young Edclie 
a ttended  th e  E m anuel E vangelical L u 
th e r a n  c h u rc h — in h is  h o m e to w n  
C leveland— w here serv ices w ere per
fo rm ed  in G erm an.

“ T h a t,”  he insists, “ had nothing to 
do w ith my conviction  not to fight in 
E urope. I w as willing to  serve my 
coun try  bu t no t to  take som eone’s life, 
no m atte r w hat the n a tio n a lity .”

D rafted  in N ovem ber, 1917, Zepp 
asked  d ra ft board  officials fo r an ex 
em ption from  active com bat. H is re 
quest w as denied , as only Q uakers and 
M ennon ites, w ho w ere to tally  pacific, 
w ere recognized.

H e w as assigned to  C am p Sherm an 
in C hillicothe, O hio, fo r basic training. 
T here  he learned  how  to  handle a bay 
onet, Springfield rifle, and m achine 
gun.

“ Since the d ra ft board  disallow ed 
my claim , I thought it w ould be a w aste 
o f tim e to  approach  the com pany  com 
m ander, so I kep t my m outh shut and 
hoped I w ou ldn’t be sen t o v e rse a s ,”  he 
explained.

W hen the 323d w as ordered  to  F ort 
M erritt, N ew  Jersey , fo r em barkation  
to  E urope, Zepp refused  to  m ove from  
his bunk. F irst Sergeant A rthur H itch
cock , a rock-hard  veteran , d rew  his 
service .45 autom atic and th rea tened  to 
shoot unless Z epp re len ted  and packed. 
Zepp stood  his g round. H e w as then  
a rrested , placed u nder guard  (while 
o thers packed his gear), and forcibly 
placed aboard  ship.

“ I w as shanghaied ,”  he replied, 
“ and given a kangaroo court-m artial, 
w here I w asn 't allow ed to listen to  the 
testim ony o f my a c c u se rs .”

W h en  th e  A m e r ic a n  F ir s t  A rm y  
jo ined  F rench  troops to  repu lse  a G er
man offensive sou theast o f V erdun, 
Z epp refused  an o rder to  bear arm s and

w as form ally  charged and  o rd ered  to  
stand trial in L e M ans. D uring th is tim e 
a con tingen t o f 1.2 million doughboys 
m arched in to  the A rgonne F o res t, a 
hellhole fraught w ith shell-scarred , 
rocky  terra in  and  the fo rm idable de
fenses o f  the H indenburg line. T his one 
drive took  120,000 A m erican lives, in
cluding men from  Z ep p ’s com pany .

Z epp, how ever, w as determ ined  to 
m ake his stand at L e M ans.

“ I was convinced  then , and  still am , 
tha t a m an is du ty -bound  to  follow  the 
d ic ta tes o f his ow n conscience , ra th er 
than  any m an-m ade o rg an iza tio n ,”  he 
explained.

Zepp continually  refused  to  use his 
religion as a c ru tch , insisting tha t per
sonal convictions led to  his refusa l to 
jo in  his com rades in active com bat. In 
1918, how ever, such thinking w as akin 
to  sedition.

Z epp , labeled unpatrio tic , a cow ard , 
and  a G erm an sym path izer, served 
m ore than a year in various m ilitary 
s to c k a d e s  in  F ra n c e  b e fo r e  b e in g  
t r a n s f e r r e d  to  F o r t  L e a v e n w o r th ,  
K ansas. It w as there  tha t his hom etow n 
p asto r in tervened  and w on him  an early  
release. Zepp re tu rned  to  C leveland  in 
la te  1919. H e  b e c a m e  a r e s p e c te d  
m em ber o f the com m unity , w here he 
w as em ployed as a  p ro fessional fu n d 
ra iser fo r m ore than  fifty years.

T hough never m entioned by friends 
or co -w orkers , the court-m artia l w as 
constan tly  on his m ind. In 1938, Z epp 
decided to  do som ething ab o u t it and 
sought the help o f a friend  and  local 
a tto rney , John  O sm un. O sm un, w ho, 
ironically , w as a  fo rm er A rm y officer, 
sym path ized  w ith Z ep p ’s case  and 
spen t the nex t fifteen years try ing to  
convince m ilitary officials to  g ran t a 
hearing. In 1953, a m ilitary reco rds 
correc tion  board  heard  th e  case  and 
upgraded the d ischarge from  d ishonor
able to  general, though an honorab le  
one w as sought.

F o r the sake o f Z ep p ’s w ife , C hris
tine, he ended  the cause , until she died 
in 1977. “ I  m ade a pledge to  C hristine 
and m yself th a t I w ould get m y nam e 
c leared  if it w as th e  last thing I d id ,”  he 
said, m isty-eyed.

On S eptem ber 12, 1979, P rivate  E d 
w ard Zepp w ent to  w ar fo r the th ird  
tim e, and w on. □

John E. Bell is a s ta ff writer fo r  the F ort 
L auderdale  N ew s and  Sun Sentinel, 
F ort Lauderdale, Florida.

* See “ The Man Who Refused to Fight,” 
L ib e r t y , January-February, 1979, p . 6.
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International
Deprogram m ers 
Are Losers in Two  
California Cases

L O S A N G E L E S — D eprogram m ers 
w ere  the  lo sers in tw o recen t cases in 
C alifornia.

Ted P atrick , best know n of the peo 
ple w ho a ttem p t to  rem ove adheren ts 
from  religious g roups, w as indicted  
w ith seven o th e r persons in San D iego 
on charges o f k idnapping a  young 
w om an w ho belongs to  th e  C hurch  of 
Scientology.

In ano ther case , tw o  associa te s o f 
M r. P atrick  w ere o rd ered  by a federa l 
judge in L os A ngeles to  pay $10,000 to 
a  H are K rishna  fo llow er w hom  they 
k idnapped  to  deprogram .

T he ind ictm ents in the Scientology 
deprogram m ing w ere based  in part on 
testim ony  from  a fo rm er Scientologist, 
now  a vocal critic  o f the church , w ho 
w as p resen t at the  deprogram m ing a t
tem pt. N an  M cL ean , the Scientology 
critic , said she w as ev ic ted  by Mr. P a t
rick because  she did no t approve of 
holding 24-year-old P au la  Jean  D ain 
against her will.

M s. D ain, a  fo rm er m odel and  co s
m etology stu d en t, jo ined  Scientology 
against the  w ishes o f h e r fa th e r, D r. 
Jack  D ain. H e and his w ife, M ary, the 
young w om an’s s tepm o ther, secu red  
th e  help  of M r. P atrick  and  five associ
a tes  to  a ttem p t to  rem ove P aula  from  
th e  group.

T he indictm ent said  M s. D ain w as 
held  against her will fo r 37 days in 
S ep tem ber and  O ctober. M s. M cL ean , 
w ho w as p resen t fo r m ost o f the  tim e, 
said M s. D ain w as fed  w ell and  w as not 
p h y s ic a lly  a b u s e d ,  b u t  th e  y o u n g  
w om an w as never le ft alone.

M s. D ain w as finally re leased  O cto 
ber 8 a t a  Long B each  law  office w hen 
she signed a  re lease  clearing  her fa ther, 
s tepm o ther, and M r. P atrick  o f any 
w rongdoing. B ut she did no t leave the 
C hurch  o f Scientology and  is now  liv
ing w ith o th e r Scientologists.

In th e  H are  K rishna  case , Ilene I.

R o thstein  and D onna G rieving w ere 
ordered  by U .S . D istric t Judge D avid 
W . W illiams to  pay $10,000 to  M a
donna Slavin W alford and the In te rna
tional Society  fo r K rishna  C onscious
ness (ISK C O N ). M s. W alford  w as 19 
years old at the tim e o f her d ep ro 
gram m ing a ttem p t in O ctober, 1976.

F ive m em bers o f her fam ily, includ
ing her m other, w ere fined $100 each  in 
1977 on m isdem eanor conv ic tions o f 
fa lse  im prisonm ent. The recen t judg
m ent against the tw o deprogram m ers 
prohibits them  from  confining M s. 
W alford  o r any  o th er devo tee  o f the  
H are  K rishna  group.

Slot-m achine 
“ C hurch”  Loses 
High Court Bid

W A SH IN G T O N , D .C .— T he S ou th 
gate  C hapel and  recrea tion  cen te r in 
dow ntow n M em phis, T ennessee , is ou t 
o f business.

In a  brief o rder the U .S . Suprem e 
C ourt let stand a  low er-court ruling a f
firm ing  th e  c o n v ic t io n  o f  P a u l E . 
V ance, w ho described  h im self a s  the 
m inister o f w hat tu rned  ou t to  be a 
gam bling estab lishm ent in the T en n es
see city.

W ithout com m ent the Ju s tices  o f the 
H igh C ourt agreed w ith a ju ry  in M em 
phis th a t th ree years  ago conv ic ted  M r. 
V ance, sen tenced  him to  a tw o-to- 
th ree-year sen tence  in the sta te  pen i
ten tiary , and fined him $ 1,000.

M r. V ance argued th roughout his 
lengthy appeal tha t th e  chapel and  rec 
reation  cen te r, sponsored  by the so- 
called C hristian C hurch o f  F aith , w as 
d iscrim inated  against by M em phis po
lice. H e said th a t if the vice squad  
looked in to  h is opera tion , it ought also 
to  check  ou t local C atholic church  and 
Jew ish  synagogue bingo gam es.

H e also  said tha t his chu rch  w as le
g itim ate because  it held serv ices every  
Sunday , had a m inister, held group 
sessions, helped drug add ic ts  and the 
hom eless, and gave aw ay m oney to  
children  fo r bus fares.

T en n essee ’s ass istan t a tto rney  gen
eral, on the o th er side, argued tha t al
though the s ta te  could no t sub jec t M r. 
V ance and his “ c h u rc h ”  to  a “ tes t o f 
o rthodoxy  or good fa i th ,”  it n everthe
less “ can and frequen tly  m ust d e te r

m ine w hat g roups and  activ ities are  
re lig ious”  in the co n tex t o f the F irst 
A m endm ent.

Lawsuit Challenges
Display of Ten Com m andm ents
in Classroom

G R A N D  FO R K S , N o rth  D akota— A 
group  o f paren ts  has challenged the 
constitu tionality  o f a 1927 law  requiring 
that the T en C om m andm ents be posted  
in public school c lassroom s.

F edera l co u rt judge Paul B enson  
heard  oral argum ents in the case  in 
D ecem ber.

P lain tiff’s a tto rn ey  R obert V ogel, a  
N orth  D akota  law  p ro fesso r, said  th a t 
the law  “ show s a governm ental p re f
e rence  fo r one religion over a n o th e r .”  
B ut ass istan t N o rth  D ako ta  A tto rney  
G eneral M urray  Sagsveen  argued th a t 
th e  com m andm ents have  significance 
th a t goes beyond  the religious roo ts o f 
th e  docum ent.

C om m enting on the case  in W ash
ington, D .C ., L i b e r t y  ed ito r R oland 
R. H egstad  po in ted  ou t th a t S agsveen ’s 
argum ent is sim ilar to  th a t u sed  by the 
U .S . Suprem e C ourt to  legitim ize Sun
day law s in its  1961 decision .

“ T he C ourt did hold, h o w ev er,”  said 
H egstad , “ th a t if a Sunday  law  had , on 
its face , in its legislative h is to ry , o r  in 
its  opera tive  effect any th ing  o f religion, 
the C ourt w ould take  an o th e r look a t it.

“ Only a  look at the legislative h is
to ry  of the 1927 legislature w ould re 
veal ju s t w hat the law ’s suppo rte rs  had 
in m in d ,”  he said. “ B ut certa in ly  the 
first fo u r o f the Ten C om m andm ents 
leave no doub t o f the ir religious origin 
and  purpose. E ven  m any churchm en 
have held th a t the co n ten ts  o f th e  first 
fo u r com m andm ents are  ou tside the 
p rov ince o f governm ent.

“ A t th e  l e a s t , ”  h e  c o n c lu d e d , 
“ posting  the com m andm ents could 
lead to  in teresting  c lassroom  d iscus
sions— fo r one, W hy do m ost churches 
d isregard  th e  fo u rth  com m andm ent, 
w hich  calls on m ankind to  keep  holy 
th e  seven th-day  S abbath?  A nd im agine 
a teach er try ing to  stay  w ithin consti
tu tional bounds and  answ er such ques
tions as W ho au tho red  the  T en C om 
m andm ents? A nd on w hose au tho rity  
are  we to ld  th a t they  m ust be  o b 
se rv ed ?”
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Letters
Silent Night

M any years  ago w hen I w as in public 
school in u p sta te  N ew  Y ork , o u r class 
w as singing C hris tm as caro ls u nder the 
direction  o f th e  teacher. I declined  to  
jo in  in, and she publicly bera ted  me in 
fro n t o f th e  w hole class and  said that 
everyone  m ust, u nder any  c ircum 
stances, sing these  songs. O ur schools 
also  had all th e  w indow s deco ra ted  
w ith sym bols o f C hris tm as. It is in te r
esting  th a t during  the sam e year, the 
school decided  to  pu t on series o f p lays 
com m em orating  th e  “ spirit o f the sea
so n .”  T he fo u r th  g rade w as to  p resen t 
a  p la y  w ith  r e s p e c t  to  H a n u k a — a 
ra th e r m inor holiday com m em orating  a 
Jew ish  m ilitary v ictory . T his is no t the 
sort o f thing o u r religion prom otes. In 
any even t, th e  C hristian  s tuden ts  o f the 
fou rth  g rade  re fu sed  to  have anything 
to  do w ith th e  p lay , bo th  on the ir own 
recognition  and upon  the in structions 
o f their pa ren ts . A s a  re su lt, the play 
w as rem oved  from  th e  program . 
M E Y E R  A. G RO SS 
A tto rney  
N ew  Y ork C ity

T he federa l co u rts  m ust by  all m eans 
expurgate  religion from  public school 
C hristm as ce leb ra tions. T h is m eans, o f 
cou rse , th a t th e  nativ ity  scene and  
“ Silent N ig h t”  are  ou t (N ovem ber-D e- 
cem ber, 1979).

A nd p lease  tell the  judges tha t so is 
C h r is tm a s  i t s e l f .  T h e  w o rd  m e a n s  
C hrist m ass, tw o  b la ten tly  religious 
term s th a t a re  inexcusable  in any public 
school ac tiv ity . In s tead , I suggest that 
w e call it “ G ift D ay .”  O ur m erchan ts 
should w elcom e such  a change, since it 
spells ou t m uch m ore clearly  w hat 
th e y ’re  up  to  at th a t season  o f th e  year 
anyw ay.

“ I ’m dream ing of a  w hite G ift D a y .”
N ot quite right.
“ I ’m dream ing o f a w hite----------
P lease ask  th e  judges to  fill in the 

b lank.
M A R V IN  M O O R E 
K eene, T exas

G old-Rush Sunday Law

“ T h e  G o ld -R u sh  S u n d a y  L a w ”  
(January -F eb ruary , 1980) has an  in ter
esting  po stsc rip t tha t has nothing to  do 
w ith  religious liberty .

Y ou reported  tha t the C alifornia Su
prem e C ourt w as com posed  o f D avid 
S. T e rry , ch ie f ju s tice ; S tephen  J. 
F ield , a sso c ia te  ju s tice ; and  ano ther 
jus tice . Ju s tice  S tephen  J. F ield w as 
la te r appo in ted  to  th e  U nited  S tates 
Suprem e C ourt. P rior to  tha t tim e, a 
feud  developed  betw een  Ju s tices  T erry  
and  F ield  concern ing  the claim s o f a 
w om an w hom  Justice  T erry  la te r m ar
ried.

T erry  m ade th rea ts  against th e  life o f 
F ield . T he U nited  S ta tes Suprem e 
co u rt rode circu it in those  days, and 
w hile F ield  w as riding circu it in C ali
fo rn ia , T erry  appeared  w ith his w ife at 
a train  sta tion . T he bailiff o f Justice  
F ield  sho t and killed T erry , supposed ly  
w hile in the perfo rm ance  of his duties 
in p ro tecting  the U n ited  S tates Su
prem e C ourt Justice . T his inciden t w as 
th e  basis o f an o th e r constitu tional law 
p receden t: a lthough th e  bailiff w as 
charged  w ith the m urder o f T erry , he 
w as released  on a  w rit o f habeas cor
pus  on the basis tha t he  w as a  federal 
officer exercising  th e  du ties o f his o f
fice.

T e rry ’s repu ta tion  as “ the T errib le”  
aro se  from  a duel in w hich  he killed the 
U n ited  S ta tes S enato r from  C alifornia, 
a m an w ho w as prom inently  nam ed as a 
cand ida te  fo r the office o f President in 
th e  1860 election .

It is in teresting  th a t a  Ju stice  w ith 
such a repu ta tion  fo r v io lence could 
produce  a  decision  th a t is ju s t as re le
van t today  as it w as then .
H O W A R D  R. H A R R IS 
A ttorney
N ational C ity , C alifornia

Religion and the High Court

T he artic le  “ W hat D o the Suprem e 
C o u rt’s P rayer-and-B ible-R eading D e
cisions R eally M ean ?”  (Septem ber- 
O c t o b e r ,  19 7 9 ) s t a t e d  t h a t  th e  
S chem pps w ere Jeh o v ah ’s W itnesses 
and  tha t they  con tended  th a t school 
Bible reading vio lated  their religious 
beliefs.

A s a Jeh o v ah ’s W itness, I found  it 
hard  to  believe th a t w e w ould o b jec t to

public B ible reading, since w e encou r
age everyone to  read  G o d ’s W ord 
daily . I found  tha t accord ing  to  the 
book  Freedom  and  the C ourt, w ritten  
by  H enry  J. A braham  and  published  by 
th e  O xford  U niversity  P ress in 1967, 
th e  Schem pps w ere U n itarians.
JU A N  C A R L O S A L V A R E Z  
San M ateo, C alifornia

It is am azing and appalling tha t the 
people  o f th e  U n ited  S ta te s , including 
studen ts o f higher learning (especially  
those  in the know ), should so m isun
ders tand  and  in te rp re t th e  Suprem e 
C o u rt’s ruling on p rayer in th e  public 
schools. If  th is shortsigh tedness is in 
any w ay typical o f th e  reaction  of 
to d a y ’s new s, ou r coun try  is surely  on 
a  collision course , and  o u r freedom s, 
so-called, including tha t o f  religion, 
will be a thing o f the past.

E ven an  uneducated  person  o f av e r
age in telligence could see th rough  the 
ju stice  o f th is ruling. C ould it be a 
de libera te  a ttem pt to  m islead the peo 
ple? It is incredib le that th is should  still 
rem ain an  issue a fte r  all these  years. 
G A R N E T  B A LC O M  
Shelby, M ichigan

Totem Addendum
In our September-October, 1979, 

issue we printed a cartoon that depicted 
a totem pole. A reader has suggested 
that the cartoon could be offensive to our 
Indian friends. Please, forgive us our 
insensitivity.—The Editors.

BYU— School W ith Spunk

I am  stunned  to  read  a quo te  by 
B righam  Y oung U niversity  P residen t 
Dallin H . O aks (“ B Y U — School W ith 
S p u n k ,”  S ep tem ber-O ctober, 1979) 
th a t since “ un iversity  standards . . . 
apply equally  to  m en and w om en, . . . 
[they] are no t d isc rim in a to ry .”

This sounds like the “ separa te  bu t 
e q u a l”  a rg u m e n t r e j e c te d  by  th e  
U n ited  S ta tes Suprem e C ourt in B row n  
a  q uarter-cen tu ry  ago.

I w ould hope a possib le su ccesso r to  
Ju stice  D ouglas (as th e  artic le  sta tes) 
w ould app rec ia te  th a t legal point. 
A D R IA N  K U Y PE R  
L aguna B each , C alifornia

I take strong  excep tion  to  you r re f
erence  to  Brigham  Y oung U niversity  as
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a “ C h ris tian ”  school. It is, ra th e r, a 
M orm on school, and  the M orm ons, 
w ith the ir re liance on  o ther “ Scrip
tu re s”  than  th e  B ible, ex trem ely  selec
tive usage of the B ible as au thority , and 
such b izarre  dogm as as th e  ability  of 
m ortals to  becom e gods a fte r  death  
(i.e ., ou r G od w as o nce  a m orta l as we 
are , A dam  and  M oses are now  gods, 
and  you, to o , given tim e and  a few  
o th er fac to rs , can  w ork up to  that 
level), physical m arriage a fte r  d ea th , et 
ce te ra , a re  any th ing  bu t C hristian . 
T heir view  of C hris t, a lone, w ould bar 
them  from  such a descrip tion .

T he M orm ons certa in ly  m eet all the 
crite ria  fo r cu lt s ta tu s— bu t if, in def
e rence  to  the ir w ealth  and  influence, 
you d o n ’t w an t to  label them  as such , 
you should  a t least stop confusing  peo
ple and m aligning C hris tians by lum p
ing them  in to  o u r category .
S. B. M IL L E R  
C hicago, Illinois

On Being a Loyal Citizen

T he artic le  “ H ow  to  Be a  L oyal C it
izen W hen G overnm en t Is S u bvers ive”  
(S ep tem ber-O ctober, 1979) w as in te r
esting , and the p rob lem s set fo rth  are 
aw esom e in term s o f the ir ex trem e di
m ensions. H ow ever, the proposed  so
lu tions, w hile reasonab le , will probably  
p rove ineffectual because  the heart o f 
the prob lem  has no t been  touched . The 
problem  cen te rs  on plain old, d irty  old 
m oney.

A governm en t, any  governm ent, 
w ith less m oney to  spend  is less likely 
and  less able to  carry  on procedures 
and  program s w here  the p roduct is fo r 
the m ost p art w astefu l and  nonsensical. 
G overnm en t is needed  to  do w hat indi
viduals canno t do effectively fo r them 
selves. (A nd tha t sta tem en t is incred 
ibly o verb road .) T ake aw ay som e o f 
the spending pow er from  governm ental 
coffers and  they  will be fo rced  to  get 
back  to  basics.

C alifo rn ians took  th e  step  w ith  the 
now  m uch-loved, m uch-reviled  P ropo
sition 13, and  a re  con tem plating  a  sec
o n d  g o v e rn m e n t- re v e n u e -s la s h in g  
m easure in th e  upcom ing election. 
P roposition  13 and sim ilar m easures 
are  scary  too ls. T hey  are a m eat-ax  
app roach  to  p rob lem s th a t m ost per
sons believe could be m ore appropri
ately  reso lved  w ith a  m ore delicate

scalpel. T he governm ent system s, fo r 
the m ost pa rt, will not perm it the e f
fec tive  use o f the scalpel sim ply b e 
cause of their m assive and  unw ieldy 
charac te rs.

The C alifornia econom y w as assisted  
w ith th e  passage o f P roposition  13, 
w hich stopped  m any of the  w astefu l 
p rocedures and  program s and , adm it
ted ly , som e no t-so-w astefu l p rogram s. 
T he funds th a t w ere not pum ped into 
governm ent w ere fo r the m ost part 
pum ped right back  in to  th e  econom y, 
creating  productive  jobs and  providing 
serv ices and  p roduc ts th a t w ould not 
have been  possib le w ithout the funds.

T here  is no question  th a t m any per
sons and local governm ental bodies 
w ere financially d islocated  w ith  P ropo
sition 13. It is also  true  tha t people and 
business in C alifornia have benefited 
by  a bo ls tered  econom y. I subm it tha t 
if the people in o th er s ta tes w ould pick 
up the m eat-ax , the problem s set fo rth  
in Mr. B all’s artic le  w ould quietly  d is
appear.
A N T H O N Y  H . R A N SFO R D  
A ttorney
L aguna H ills, C alifornia

C ongratu lations on your Septem ber- 
O ctober, 1979, issue! I w as about to 
cancel my subscrip tion  from  boredom  
and irrelevance o f top ics w hen you re 
vived m y fa ith  in your m agazine. I 
especially  en joyed  “ H ow  to  Be a Loyal 
C itizen W hen G overnm ent Is S ubver
s iv e .”  Personal encoun te rs w ith “ gov
e rn m en t”  have taught me th a t William 
B all's  w ords are  true— and w ise. 
G A R Y  SE V E R SO N  
Bellingham , W ashington

W hen Denmark Saved 
Its Jews

I fo r one have appreciated  m any of 
th e  fine and  inform ative artic les you 
have been printing over the  years . A r
ticles such as the  one by R abbi Sidney 
Jacobs in your Septem ber-O ctober, 
1979, issue (“ W hen the N ew  Y ear 
Cam e in S pringtim e” ) should go a long 
w ay in making fo r b e tte r understanding  
and feelings betw een  Jew s and C hris
tians. The actions o f the selfless D anish 
C hristian com m unity during W orld 
W ar II probably has no equal in w orld 
h isto ry . It is a m odel o f decency  at its 
best. It should serve as a m odel and an

insp ira tion , and it is good tha t you saw  
fit to  rem ind us that m an is capab le of 
such goodness and k indness tow ard  his 
fellow  m an.

F o r those  h is to rians w ho might w ant 
to  use th e  fac ts  o f the artic le  in the ir 
ow n w ritings, a  w ord  o f cau tion  is in 
o rder. Som e fac ts  in the  second  p a ra 
graph o f th e  article are  no t co rrec t. 

“ T he da te  w as S ep tem ber 29, 1943. 
M ore than  a hundred  D anish  Jew s 
had gathered  fo r the m orning [Sab
bath] serv ice. . . . T h is w as the 
m orning preced ing  R osh H ashanah , 
the Jew ish  N ew  Y e a r .”

T his w ould m ean th a t the first day  of 
R osh H ashanah  w as on Sunday  in 
1943. T hat is im possib le, becau se  the 
first day o f R osh H ashanah  (R osh H a
shanah  is a tw o-day holiday) can never 
fall on a Sunday . A ctually , in 1943 
Sep tem ber 29 w as a  W ednesday , and 
the first day  o f the holiday w as on 
Sep tem ber 30.

I m ention  all th is only because  the 
au th o r o f th e  artic le  o ffers foo tno tes  
indicating source m aterial that he con 
sulted , w hich leads m e to  believe tha t 
those  books are the origin o f these  e r
roneous da tes . B efore o th e rs  copy the 
e rro r, it m ight be usefu l to  set the 
reco rd  straight.
R A B B I A L F R E D  J. K O L A T C H  
E d ito r in C hief 
Jona than  D avid Publishers 
M iddle V illage, N ew  Y ork

I in tend  to  X erox th e  artic le  on D en
m ark ’s Jew s and th e  N azi occupation  
and d is tribu te  it to  anyone w ho ever 
says to  m e again, “ W hat can  you do 
against an organization  as ru th less and 
bru tal as th e  N azis, even if you d is
agree w ith th em ?”  D enm ark  show ed 
w hat could  be done; th e re  is never, 
anym ore, any excuse  available to  those 
w ho sink in to  hopelessness , do no th 
ing, and acqu iesce  in m urder. In fac t, 
w ith a little m ore a le rtness  and  sense of 
m orality , abom inations like N azis and 
C o m m u n is ts  w o u ld  n e v e r  g e t in to  
pow er in the  first place!
N O R M A N  H U D IS  
C anoga P ark , C alifornia

W hat Is a Cult?

I deeply  apprecia ted  th e  rational 
analysis o f “ cu ltism ”  and governm ent 
in the artic le  “ C ongressm en L ook  at
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C u lts”  (M ay-June, 1979), w hich w as 
full o f un fo rtu n a te ly  uncom m on sense 
on  the su b jec t. A nd it is w ise fo r all 
religious persons to  recall tha t “ w hat 
ap p ears  to  be cu lt to  one person  or 
religious group  is tru e  religion to  an 
o th e r .”  T he s ta tem en t appears  to  be 
fu lly  in acco rd  w ith you r p u b lica tion ’s 
h is to ry  o f to le rance . A s the  article 
po in ted  o u t, upon certa in  bases of a c 
cusa tion , even  Je su s  o r Paul m ight be 
condem ned  as cu ltis ts  w ith som e sem 
blance o f consistency .

H ow ever, M r. A lex an d er’s “ W hat Is 
a C u lt?”  effectively  undoes th e  good of 
the o th er artic le . T hough Mr. A lexan
d er carefu lly  po in ts ou t th a t th ere  is a 
w ide spectrum  o f m eanings a ttach ed  to 
the  w ord  cult, his ow n d iscussion  o f the 
w ord  is less a definition than  a negative 
confession  o f fa ith . F o r though  the  un 
spoken  assum ption  o f his artic le  is tha t 
any  group  to  w hich th e  term  cult is 
applied  has som e reason  to  re sen t it— 
un less, perhaps , cult is applied  in the 
n a r r o w e s t  so c io lo g ic a l s e n s e — M r. 
A le x a n d e r ,  e v id e n t ly  a c o m m itte d  
C hris tian , seem s to  believe th a t th ere  is 
b o th  a  r a t io n a le  a n d  a  r e a s o n  fo r  
C hris tians to  apply the term  to  certa in  
o f those  they  consider non- o r quasi- 
C hristian . N ow , w ords in them selves 
are  no t to  be b lam ed fo r the use  m ade 
o f them , and  I do no t w ish to  ban cult 
sim ply because  it has been  used  as an 
aspersion  o r been  u sed  too  broadly . 
But Mr. A lexander’s definition is really 
no t useful fo r an analysis o f religion, 
fo r it is a  definition only inso far as it 
defines his concep t o f o rthodoxy  by 
labeling th e  heterodox— and th a t can 
be  done, if it m ust b e , m ore honestly  
and  perhaps even  m ore kindly w ith the 
w ord heresy.

M ore honestly  because  “ h e re sy ” 
issues stra igh tfo rw ard ly  from  personal 
conviction  and  ou t o f d ifferentiation  
from  the system  held by th e  speaker—  
and  heresy  does no t p re tend  to  explain 
o r to  classify  the beliefs no t held. A nd 
ye t again m ore honestly  because  her
esy  m akes no claim  to  a  scientific ra 
tionale  via th e  puerile  psychology  used  
by th e  “ dep rog ram m ers”  and  by  pop
u lar w riters on th e  “ c u lts .”  A nd p e r
haps m ore kindly because  heresy  at 
least p re tends to  confine the area o f 
d ifference to  the rarified regions o f 
theo logy , but cult, as M r. A lexander

uses it, suggests no parity  be tw een  the 
p arties— here  it is a  question  o f au 
then tic  religion v ersu s spurious or 
m erely p re tended  religion.

If  it is realized  tha t a b ase less d e 
scrip tion  of a g roup  as a cu lt requ ires 
an apology (as in S en a to r H ay ak aw a’s 
m ention of the Jew s fo r Jesus), it 
should be realized  th a t the w ord  has 
recen tly  acquired  the pow er to  insult, 
even  if the speaker bases his use o f it 
on w hat he believes is the s tric test 
B iblical definition of w hat is “ th e  false , 
. . . the fo rb idden , and th e  irre le v an t.”  
A nd w hile all religious persons and  all 
C hristians have the right and perhaps 
even  th e  du ty  to  decry  w hat they  con 
ceive is e rro r, th e  m aking of catalogues 
raisonnes  o f e rro r has never been  very 
fru itfu l and  is m ore akin  to  p re jud ice  
th an  to  ra tional d iscourse  o r religious 
w itness.

A nd the m aking of such definitions 
also  perm its sw eeping a ttacks to be 
m ade th rough  m ere paren thetica l ex 
am ples, fo r w hile M orm ons or Jeh o 
v a h ’s W itnesses m ay be  cited  only as 
exam ples o f  som e p articu lar aspect o f 
the definition, by association  they are 
c a u g h t up  a n d , p r e s u m a b ly ,  c o n 
dem ned  by the w hole catalogue.

It seem s significant to  me that Je su s ’ 
concern  w as the positive proclam ation 
o f H is m essage. A dm itted ly , J e su s ’ 
to lerance  w as no t o f th e  “ all roads lead 
to  h eav en ” so rt, and H e indeed w arned 
o f fa lse  p rophe ts ; bu t H e never m ade a 
list o f those  signs th a t w ould follow  
them  tha t did  no t believe.
M A R K  SO LO M O N  
O rem , U tah

Illum inating the Illuminati

A lleged consp iracies have becom e a 
favo rite  topic in con tem porary  litera
tu re . T his type  of sensationalism  is, I 
b e lie v e , u n d e rm in in g  th e  f a i th  o f 
A m ericans in m any o f ou r traditional 
in stitu tions. I t is very  healthy , th ere 
fo re , to  publish an occasional debunk
ing o f rum ors and  legends (“ Illum inat
ing the Illum inati,”  M ay-June, 1979).

D r. W alter U tt has done a  great 
serv ice to  A m erica by tracing the roo ts 
o f th e  popu lar Illum inati fable. H is a r
ticle w as a  rem arkably  good exam ple of 
scholarly  m aterial w ritten  in an easily 
understood  and readable sty le. U pon

finishing the reading o f the artic le , I felt 
th a t D r. U tt had p resen ted  a  definitive 
case— there  w as no t a single w ord  m ore 
tha t could be said.

Being a R om an C atho lic , I do  not 
have con tac t w ith your m agazine. I w as 
very  surprised  at th e  general quality  o f 
the w riting and  editing o f th e  issue— 
th e  first I had  ever seen.
J. W IL L IA M  S C H W E IK E R  
Saratoga Springs, N ew  Y ork

I thought you might be in te rested  to 
know  th a t m em bers o f the Jo h n  B irch 
Society  w ere ab le  to  e lim inate a course  
in Satanism  being taught in th e  F resno , 
C aliforn ia , schools by giving it several 
thousand  do lla rs’ w orth  o f publicity .

Really , w hen we see the d rastic  
changes tha t have  taken  p lace in ou r 
coun try  during recen t years , as well as 
the un fo rtuna te  changes in th e  public 
school system , and th e  appea ran ce  o f 
Satanism  courses in d iverse  geographi
cal a reas , I can  hard ly  see how  anyone 
could say tha t all o f these  th ings ju s t 
happened  and  there  is no  consp iracy . It 
w ould seem  ju s t as easy  to  believe the 
evolution  theory  tha t m an ju s t h ap 
pened.
R O N A L D  L. M cM U L L E N  
E x ete r, C alifornia
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Perspective
C hina’s Children

If  ch ildren  w ere the  m easure o f a 
n a tio n ’s in ternational stru c tu re , the 
P eo p le ’s R epublic o f C hina w ould 
stand  high. Iron ically , it is, in large 
p a rt, their very  num ber th a t pushes 
C hina fa r dow n am ong the nations in 
m any categories, including tha t all-im 
p o rtan t A m ount-of-Food-Served-U p- 
T hree-T im es-a-D ay. B ut m ore about 
tha t in “ T he S leeping G iant A w ak es .”  
H ere , a  bouquet o f fo rget-you-nots 
from  one ed ito r w ho w ould ra th er lose 
all his pho tographs o f the G reat Wall 
and the incom parab le  L ikiang R iver 
trip  (see page 7) than  those  of C h in a’s 
children . T heir g reeting— “N i hao, 
shu-shu  [“ H ow  are you , u n c le?” ]?” —  
brigh tened  m any a  day o f decrep it-fac- 
to ry  view ing and  collective-farm  ennui.

T he bouquet: C hildren  w atching, in 
inarticu la te  w onderm en t, the ir likeness 
appear on P olaroid  film; a 3-year-old 
clu tching his first balloon; p repubes-

FEATURES

cent ballet-dancers-to -be w orking on 
rou tines befo re  a m irrored  w all; 11- 
year-o ld  accord ion  p layers doing w hat 
sounded like the C hinese version  of 
“ T urkey  in the S traw ” ; elem entary  
school children  try ing  to  copy one ed i
to r’s F risbee-th row ing  technique (also 
elem en tary ; no challenges from  anyone 
over 9, please).

A poignant m om ent: A t the site o f 
the  fo rm er h eadquarters o f th e  Sev
en th-day A dventist C hurch  in C hina, 
now  a ch ild ren ’s cultural palace, a  fo r
m er m issionary  poin ted  ou t the  grave
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o f his tw o ch ild ren , w ho had  died , 
w ith in  24 hou rs o f each  o th er, o f sca r
le t fever.

Som e day the  fu tu re  o f C hinese- 
A m erican  re lations m ay be decided by 
an official w ho rem em bers the day he 
held his first ba lloon , o r w ho cove ts the 
technology  tha t m ade h is face  appear 
on a b lank  p iece o f p ap er handed  him 
by  an A m erican tou ris t. M ay he re 
m em ber also  th e  A m erican children  
w ho sleep in C h in a’s soil, laid  there  by 
p aren ts  follow ing the ir L o rd ’s com 
m and to  “ go, te a c h .” — R .R .H .
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WILL THE WORLD END
WITH A BANG? OR 
A WHIMPER?

Scientists, philosophers, and the
ologians have been speculating on 
man's future for decades.

But what does the Bible teach'?
Now you can find out in a special 

52-page, full-color collector's edition 
of THESE TIMES.

"Final Events on Planet Earth" studies 
such controversial and important topics 
as signs of the end, the part Israel plays in 
Bible prophecy, is the rapture for real?, the 
battle of Armageddon, the Resurrection, 
heaven, hell, the millennium, and most im
portant of a ll—how to prepare for all this.

"Final Events on Planet Earth" is our gift to 
you when you order a one-year subscription 
to THESE TIMES for yourself or a friend. And, at 
US$5.95 for a one-year subscription, you will still 
save more than half off the regular subscription 
price of $12.00. And you can even charge it to 
your VISA or Master Charge.

With THESE TIMES your satisfaction is always 
guaranteed. You may cancel your subscription 
at any time and receive a full refund on all un
mailed copies. Either way,"Final Events on Planet 
Earth" is yours to keep.

To order, simply fill out and return the coupon 
below.

Discover THESE TIMES, learn what God has 
planned for the future. Do it today.

r
□  Yes! Send me my FREE copy of 
on Planet Earth," along 
with the next 12 monthly 
issues of THESE TIMES. I've 
enclosed US$5.95 ($6.95 
in Canada) for each 
subscription. I understand 
I may cancel at any time 
and receive a full refund 
on all unmailed copies, 
and that either way,
"Final Events on Planet 
Earth" is mine to keep.

'Final Events

(Please print)

Address.

C ity_______________________________

□  Check enclosed.

Charge my O viSA ; □  Master Charge

Acct No. _____________________
Exp date _____________________
Signature
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(For credit-card purchase)

□  I don't wish to subscribe 
at this time, but please
send m e  copies of
"Final Events on Planet 
Earth." I've enclosed 
$______

1 —9 copies US$1.00 ea. 
10—99 copies .85 ea.
100—499 copies .75 ea. 
500 or more copies .60 ea. 
Prices good until January 1,1981

Send to: THESE TIMES, Box 22365, Nashville, TN 37202


