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They’ve Got Your Number!



Computer: 
Convenience or Tyrant?

"As every man goes through life, he fills in a number of forms for the record, 
each containing o number of questions. There ore thus hundreds of little threads radiating 

from each man, millions of threads in oil. If these threads were suddenly to 
become visible, people would lose oil ability to move."

—Alexander Solzhenitsyn, Cancer Word.
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By P aul W estb rook

T he park ing  lot w as qu iet. H eat ra 
d iated  from  the  asphalt, giving the 
superm arke t an illusive, w avering  qual

ity  in the harsh n ess o f late a fte rnoon . 
G eorge S tevens sa t in his ca r, w atching, 
persp ira tion  stand ing  ou t on his balding 
head.

H e rem inded  h im self again th a t no one 
in the a rea  knew  him . A nd th a t w as 
fo rtu n a te , because  G eorge had vio lated  a 
federal law . H e w as a  w anted  m an. “ But 
no one here  could  k n o w ,”  he told him 
self again.

N ervously , G eorge fingered his plastic 
identity  "'card, rem em bering  the look of 
hunger on his ch ild ren ’s faces . T here 
w as p len ty  o f m oney in his a cco u n t, but 
the p lastic card  w as the  key to  using tha t 
m oney to  buy  food . It could a lso  be the 
key to  his cap tu re  by the police.

W iping the sw eat from  his fo rehead , 
he suddenly  m ade h is decision . H e left 
the car and w alked boldly  in to  the  sto re , 
fighting back  an im pulse to  run . H e 
looked like a ta ll, w ell-dressed  business
m an, stopping fo r a  few  item s on  his w ay 
hom e from  the office. H e felt as though 
he looked like an escap ed  p risoner.

O nce inside the s to re , G eorge quickly  
se lected  the g roceries he needed and 
stepped  in to  a ch eck o u t line. T he uneasy  
feeling in his stom ach  grew  stronger until 
th e  c le rk ’s friend ly  sm ile reassu red  him.

S h e  c h a t te d  p le a s a n t ly  a b o u t th e  
w ea ther as she de ftly  m oved each  item  
past an  elec tron ic  p rice  scanner. F inally , 
his pu rchases w ere to taled .

“ M ay I have  you r card , p lease?”  she 
asked .

Fum bling fo r the ca rd , he d ropped  it, 
p icked  it up , and  d ropped  it again.

“ H ere , let m e ,”  the clerk  said laugh
ingly as she re trieved  the card . G eorge 
held his b rea th  as she inserted  the plastic 
in to  a banking term inal in her au tom ated  
te ller m achine.

T he tran saction  took  only a  m atter o f 
seconds. T he dev ice signaled a verifica
tion of cash  tran sfe r and  e jec ted  the card  
along w ith a reco rd  o f pu rchase . G eorge 
b rea thed  easie r as the girl handed  the 
card  back , and  the box  boy began bag
ging the groceries. It d id n ’t recognize 
m e, he thought to  h im self w ith a sigh of 
relief.

A ctually , though , a com puter had 
“ no ticed ”  G eorge. W hen the clerk  in
serted  his identity  card  in to  the m achine, 
several things happened . T he com puter 
checked , confirm ed, and tran sfe rred  
funds fo r his pu rchase  from  his accoun t 
to  the m ark e t’s accoun t.

M eanw hile, an o th e r com p u ter, w hich 
had been  program m ed to  check  identifi

cation  num bers against a w anted  list, 
recognized G eo rge’s num ber and  sen t a 
signal to  a term inal in the c ity ’s police 
departm en t com m unication  cen te r.

Im m ediately , a police d isp a tch er tore 
off the p rin tou t, w hich gave a  com plete 
d e s c r ip t io n  o f  G e o rg e , th e  c h a rg e s  
against him , the agency th a t had filed the 
charges, and  the location  w here th e  card  
had been  u sed— the g rocery  store.

C hecking her s ta tu s  board , the d is
patcher no ticed  a tw o-m an un it n ear the 
sto re . A s she d ispatched  them , she 
pushed a bu tton  on her conso le , tran s
m itting the p rin tou t in form ation  to  a 
cathode-ray -tube  receiver in the police 
car.

By the tim e the officers reached  the 
g rocery  s to re , th ey  had the com plete  de
tails on G eorge. T hey took  him in to  cus
tody  as he w as w alking to  his ca r. The 
a rre s t w as qu ick . H ard ly  anyone in the 
parking lot realized  w hat had happened .

"And no one could 
get a job or even 
buy in any store 
without the permit 
ofthdtmaH "̂
Revelation 'KM? The living Bible.
(Used by permission)

Electronic Banking. F iction?  Y es, but 
probably  no t fo r long. T he soph isticated  
com puter technology  and law -enfo rce
m ent efficiency it illustra tes is a  fac t of 
to d ay ’s w orld.

E lec tron ic  at-the-poin t-of-sale  bank
ing has becom e a reality  in m any com 
m unities across the coun try . It is being 
used fo r deposits , w ithdraw als, pu r
ch ases , paym ent o f m onthly  bills and 
o t h e r  t r a n s f e r s  o f  m o n ie s  t h a t  
would norm ally require  a trip  to the bank 
o r at least a w ritten  c h e c k .1

The opera tion  is sim ple. A bank , in 
coopera tion  w ith consum er ou tle ts  such 
as d rugsto res , superm arke ts, o r o ther 
retail s to res , p laces com puter term inals 
near the checkou t registers. A plastic 
ca rd , m uch like a cred it ca rd , is u sed  to  
m ake the tran sac tion . O nce the card  is 
in serted  into the dev ice , the com puter 
e lec tronically  verifies the cu s to m er’s ac 
count and m akes w hatever transaction  is 
desired , giving the custom er a  prin ted  
rece ip t.2

In som e c ities , agreem ents have been 
w orked  ou t betw een  several banking in

s titu tions, allow ing custom ers  to  use one 
system  to  deposit o r w ithdraw  funds 
from  any  of the subscrib ing  banks or 
savings and loan a sso c ia tio n s .3

In m any cases , a rrangem en ts have 
been m ade w ith em ployers fo r au tom atic  
payroll deposits  fo r the ir em ployees. 
Som e banks have p laced the au tom atic  
banking dev ices in com pany  plants. A 
grow ing num ber o f w orkers never see 
their m oney . It is sim ply deposited  fo r 
them  against their n eed s .4

G overnm en t partic ipa tion  has b rought 
m ore than  100,000 U .S . A ir F o rce  per
sonnel in to  a sim ilar system . And there 
are  p lans to  b roaden  the program  to  in
clude pension  and  a llo tm en t p ay m en ts ,5 
as well as the Social S ecurity  checks, 
w hich are  a lready  handled  in the de- 
posit-against-need  m e th o d .6

T here  has been  som e res istance  to  this 
com pu ter b reak th rough , bu t the m ove
m ent still seem s to  be grow ing .7 M any 
bankers p red ict th a t, w ithout such  a 
system , the co u n try  will even tua lly  be 
buried  beneath  a b lizzard  o f ch eck s .8 
For th e ir part, the people are concerned  
abou t com pu ter e rro rs  and  the possib il
ity tha t the ir bank accoun ts will becom e 
public reco rds in the new  sy s tem .9

B ut in sp ite o f the questions o f privacy  
and m echanical e rro r, com pu ter system s 
pro lifera te  as dem and grow s fo r ever 
qu icker and  m ore reliable system s to 
p rocess  the m ass o f da ta  ou r population  
explosion s tim u la te s .10

Crime Control. A nother incen tive fo r 
increased  com puteriza tion  is the spiral- 
ing grow th of crim e. T he je t age has 
b rought a new  era  to  the crim e scene. A 
person  com m itting  a robbery  in N ew  
Y ork can  be in L os A ngeles alm ost be
fo re  his deed  has been d iscovered . This 
ability  to  m ove about so free ly  m akes 
law en fo rcem ent increasingly  difficult.

Several m ethods have been suggested 
to  aid in contro lling  crim e. O ne is devel
o p m e n t o f  a n a t io n w id e , c o m p u te r -  
o rien ted , te lecom m unications netw ork  
to  connect every  police agency in the 
nation . T he system  allow s fo r im m ediate 
access to  in form ation  banks on citizens 
o f the partic ipating  sta te s , as well as 
in stan t com m unication  betw een  police 
agencies.

Paul W estbrook form erly  worked in the  
com m unica tion  section  o f  the C alifornia  
H ighw ay Patrol, where he becam e ac
quainted  with the com puter system . H e is 
now  director o f  pub lic  relations fo r  S t. 
Helena H osp ita l and  H ealth  Center. Deer 
Park, California.
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As com pu ter technology  w as begin
ning to  develop  tow ard  its p resen t so
ph is tica tion , sta te  governm ents w ere  si
m ultaneously  experiencing  prob lem s in 
ju s t finding space in w hich to  file a veri
tab le  sea  o f reco rd s. B eyond the space 
problem  w as th e  even  m ore im portan t 
question  o f how  to  re trieve  th e  in fo rm a
tion quickly  enough to  be useful.

T he com pu ter o ffered  a so lu tion . It 
c o u ld  s to re  th o u s a n d s  o f  c o m p le te  
reco rds on a sm all p iece o f tape , in  place 
of the several file cab ine ts prev iously  
needed . A nd the  com pu ter could  rep ro 
duce  the requested  reco rd  in a m atter o f 
seconds.

L aw -enfo rcem en t agencies— police,
sheriffs, highw ay patro ls— w ere having 
sim ilar p roblem s w ith storage and re
trieval o f in form ation . A s the population  
con tinued  to  increase , crim e increased . 
T he law -enfo rcem en t officer in the field 
could no t keep  up w ith the la test in fo r
m ation about sto len  cars and  w anted 
crim inals. So police au thorities began 
looking to  the com pu ter fo r help.

V arious law -enforcem ent agencies de
veloped  their ow n data-sto rage  system s. 
S ta te  agencies developed  sim ilar files for 
sto rage o f data  such as d riv e r’s licenses 
and  veh icle-reg istra tion  num bers.

In C alifo rn ia , the s ta te  highw ay patro l 
developed  a com puterized  system  d e 
signed to  sto re  sto len-vehicle da ta . M ost 
police agencies in the state  quickly sub
scribed  to  the system , in addition  to  a  
m ore com plete  crim inal-records system  
estab lished  by  the FB I— th e  N ational 
C rim e In fo rm ation  C en ter (N C IC ).

In form ation  N etw ork . T he 1970’s 
b rough t a  w hole new  era  in com puter
ized  crim e fighting. L aw -enforcem ent 
agencies in m any sta tes  jo ined fo rces  to  
c rea te  a netw ork  fo r exchange of in fo r
m ation . T he various system s w ere united 
in to  a  national police-inform ation n e t
w ork.

Although c rude  and inadequate  at 
first, the  system  has developed in to  a 
soph isticated  police too l, linking v irtu 
ally every  police agency and every  state

vehicle and d riv e r’s license file. Included 
a re  state-level crim inal-inform ation files, 
as well as the N C IC .

T he system  is called the N ational L aw  
E nfo rcem en t T elecom m unication  S ys
tem  (N L E T S ) and  is governed  by a 
board  of police ch iefs and sheriffs from  
participating  agencies. In the in te rest o f 
uniform ity , N L E T S  has agreed to  use 
the com puter-program m ing codes e s tab 
lished by the FB I fo r its N C IC .

T oday  it is possib le fo r any  police 
officer in the coun try  to  ob tain  da ta  in 
m inutes from  any  police o r sta te  files in 
the system . W ith the new  techno logy , it 
is possib le  to  transm it this da ta  d irectly  
to  video-display  screens m oun ted  in po 
lice cars.

A recen t experim en t m ade on the 
nam e of a clergym an w ho had  no po
lice record , no t even  a traffic c ita tion , 
revealed  the follow ing in form ation : 
com plete  physical descrip tion , including 
age and b irthdate ; hom e ad d ress , as well 
as a  p rev ious add ress; w ife ’s nam e, 
physical descrip tion , and  po lice reco rd

Daily Surveillance Sheet, 1987, From a Nationwide Data Bank
NATIONAL DATA BANK 

DAILY SURVEILLANCE SHEET 
CONFIDENTIAL 

JULY 9, 1987

SUBJECT:

DENNIE VAN TASSEL 
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 
SANTA CRUZ, CALIF.
MALE 
AGE 38 
MARRIED 
PROGRAMMER

PURCHASES:

WALL STREET JOURNAL .25
BREAKFAST 2.50
GASOLINE 6.00
PHONE (328-1826) .15
PHONE (308-7928) .15
PHONE (421-1931) .15
BANK (C ASH  W ITH D R AW A L) 120.00 
LUNCH 3.50
COCKTAIL 1.50
LINGERIE 26.95
PHONE (369-2436) .35
BOURBON 11.40
NEWSPAPER .25

* «»COMPUTER ANAYLSIS**** 
OWNS STOCK (90 PERCENT PROBA
BILITY).

HEAVY STARCH BREAKFAST, PROBA
BLY OVERWEIGHT.

BOUGHT 6.00 DOLLARS’ GASOLINE. 
OWNS VW. SO FAR THIS WEEK HAS 
BOUGHT 14.00 DOLLARS’ WORTH OF 
GASOLINE. OBVIOUSLY DOING SOME
TH IN G  BESIDES JU S T  D R IV IN G  9 
MILES TO WORK.

BOUGHT GASOLINE AT 7.57 A.M. SAFE 
TO ASSUME HE WAS LATE TO WORK.

PHONE NO. 328-1826 BELONGS TO 
S H A D Y  L A N E — S H A D Y  W A S  A R 
RESTED FOR BOOKMAKING IN 1975.

PHO NE NO. 308-7928 . EXPENSIVE 
M E N ’S BA R BE R — S P E C IA LIZE S  IN 
BALD MEN OR HAIR STYLING.

PHONE NO. 421-1931. RESERVATIONS 
FOR LAS VEGAS (WITHOUT WIFE). 
THIRD TRIP THIS YEAR TO LAS VEGAS 
(WITHOUT WIFE). WILL SCAN FILE TO 
SEE WHETHER ANYONE ELSE HAS 
GONE TO LAS VEGAS AT THE SAME 
TIME AND COMPARE TO HIS PHONE 
NUMBERS.

WITHDREW 120.00 DOLLARS CASH.

VE R Y UNUSUAL S INCE ALL LEGAL 
PURCHASES CAN BE MADE USING 
THE NATIO N AL SO C IAL SE C U R ITY 
CREDIT CARD. CASH USUALLY ONLY

USED FOR ILLEGAL PURCHASES. IT 
WAS PREVIOUSLY RECOMMENDED 
THAT ALL CASH BE OUTLAWED AS 
SOON AS IT BECOMES POLITICALLY 
POSSIBLE.

DRINKS DURING HIS LUNCH.

BOUGHT VERY EXPENSIVE LINGERIE. 
NOT HIS WIFE'S SIZE.

PHONE NO. 369-2436. MISS SWEET 
LOCKS.

PURCHASED EXPENSIVE BOTTLE OF 
BO U R BO N . HE HAS P U R C H AS ED  5 
BOTTLES OF BOURBON IN THE LAST 
30 DAYS. EITHER HEAVY DRINKER OR 
MUCH ENTERTAINING.

****OVERALL ANALYSIS****

LEFT W O RK EARLY AT 4 :00  P .M ., 
SINCE HE PURCHASED BOURBON 1 
MILE FROM HIS JOB AT 4:10 P.M. (OP
POSITE DIRECTION FROM HIS HOME).

BOUGHT NEWSPAPER AT 6:30 P.M. 
NEAR HIS HOUSE. UNACCOUNTABLE 
2 1/2 HO URS. M ADE 3 PU R C H AS ES 
TO D AY FROM YO UNG  BLO NDES. 
(S TA TIS T IC A LLY , 1 C H A N C E IN 78. 
THEREFORE, PROBABLY HAS WEAK
NESS FOR YOUNG BLONDES.)

The C ompleat Computer, ©  1976, Science Research 
Associates, pp. 182, 183. Used with permission.
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( th e re  w a s  n o n e ) ;  S o c ia l S e c u r i ty  
num bers; and  a com plete  reco rd  o f all 
vehicles ow ned , including tra ilers.

N L E T S  also  p rov ides a system  to 
transm it in form ation  about the occu r
rences of crim es, as well as the  m ove
m ent o f crim inals. T hese  m essages are 
called All Po in ts B ulletins (A P B ’s). A ny 
police agency  m ay in itiate such a m es
sage by follow ing certa in  guidelines. 
N L E T S  transm its the bulletin  to  all con 
cerned  s ta tions, w hich , in tu rn , give the 
A PB to  the ir patro lling  officers. In som e 
cases , all term inals on  N L E T S  m ay re
ceive an  APB if it is o f  national im port.

But com pu ter in form ation  is or.ly as 
good as the input. In tw o recen t cases, 
inaccura te  da ta  has con tribu ted  to  the 
dea th  o f perso n s stopped  by the police. 
In one , a rou tine check  ind icated  tha t a 
ca r being stopped  w as sto len . W hen the 
d river reached  fo r his w allet, the  officer 
pan icked  and sho t him . A m ore thorough 
check  revealed  th a t the car w as not s to 
len.

Stronger Measures. But even  at its 
b es t, th is m aste r sleuthing tool has only 
slow ed the n a tio n ’s rising crim e ra te . 
A uthorities are  now looking fo r stronger 
m easures to  stop  the increase in crim e. 
O n e  s u c h  m e a s u re  w as  o ffe re d  b y  
F rancis G . K night, fo rm er d irec to r of 
the passport office o f the U nited  S tates 
D epartm en t o f S tate .

In an in terv iew  published in U .S. 
N ew s & W orld R eport, M arch 3, 1975, 
M s. K night suggested  th a t all c itizens be 
requ ired  to  reg ister fo r a fingerprin ted , 
national-iden tity  card . She cited  several 
reasons w hy such  reg istra tion  is needed , 
including the ease  w ith w hich crim inals 
m ove abou t the co u n try ; the cost to  the 
n a tio n  o f  f r a u d u le n t  id e n tif ic a t io n  
papers , w hich runs in to  the billions of 
dollars; the m ass of people  living in th is 
coun try  w ith the m aze o f reco rds crea ted  
by and fo r them ; and the right o f every  
A m e ric a n  to  h a v e  h is  id e n t i ty  p ro 
te c te d .11

She p red ic ted  th a t national reg istra
tion “ will be dem anded  by  citizens w ho 
are  sick and tired  o f supporting  nontax- 
paying crim inals and illegal a lie n s .” 12

T he nation  certa in ly  has the ability  to  
adm inister such  a program  of national 
identification , bu t even  a universal iden
tification card  is sub jec t to  fo rgery  and 
c lever m anipulation . F u rth e r, the m ere 
ex istence  o f  such  a system , som e oppo
nen ts argue, w ould invite not only use 
bu t abuse by bu reaucracy . A nd substan 
tial constitu tional questions w ould be 
raised .

A U nited  S ta tes Suprem e C ourt deci
sion handed dow n on A pril 21, 1976, 
s ta tes  th a t a  citizen  has “ no legitim ate 
expecta tion  o f p riv acy ”  w hen using a 
banking facility . In this case , th e  ruling 
concerned  m icrofilm ed bank reco rds tha t 
the In ternal R evenue S erv ice used to  
check  the p e rso n ’s in co m e .13

The trend  seem s to  be tow ard  g rea ter 
g o v e r n m e n t  a c c e s s  to  p e r s o n a l -  
data  files. H ow ever, tw o recen t a ttem p ts 
a t the federa l level to  tie together a  m ul
tiplicity o f data  banks have failed. T he 
first w as a 1% 0’s effort to  c rea te  a N a
tio n a l D a ta  C e n te r  (n ic k n a m e d  B ig 
B rother). T he second , in 1974, w as 
called F E D N E T .14 T he idea behind 
these concep ts is to  m ake all inform ation 
in the various data  banks available to  
federal offices through a vast ne tw ork  of 
com puter term inals.

But pu t all the advantages of such 
system s together, and p ressu res  to  d e 
velop one are form idable; population  
grow th, w hich crea tes a grow ing need 
fo r com puterized  inform ation-storage 
dev ices; increasingly soph istica ted  crim 
inal techniques requiring a highly so
phisticated  law -enforcem ent system ; the 
ra p id ly  d e v e lo p in g  e le c t ro n ic  fu n d s  
tran sfe r system  (E FT S ); the U .S . Su
prem e C ourt decision  allow ing govern 
m ent agencies g rea ter access to  personal 
bank reco rd s; g overnm en t’s grow ing use 
o f inform ation system s.

Prophetic Fulfillment? Som e have sug
gested  th a t such intim ate system s might

Deprivacy
A lthough we feel unknow n, ignored 
As unrecorded  blanks.
Take heart! O ur vital selves 

are stored 
In giant data  banks,

O ur childhoods and m aturities 
Efficiently com piled,
O ur stocks and insecurities 
E labora tely  filed.

O ur tas tes  and our procliv ities,
In  gross and  in particu lar,
O ur incom es, o u r ac tiv ities,
Both ex tra  and curricular.

L et no m an be perverse  in his 
D esire to  escape—
T oday  the private  person  is 
A roll o f public tape.

— Felicia L am port 
Look, December 15, 1970, p .35.

well be utilized in fulfilling R evelation  
13:15-17, in w hich con tro l o f w hat a p e r
son can  buy  o r sell is p red ic ted . W hether 
o r no t a  p rophetic  connection  is w ar
ran ted , the spec te r o f such  in tim ate 
know ledge so  w idely available is a sub
je c t o f legitim ate concern  to  every  c iti
zen .

T he system , fu lly  developed , could 
p rovide fo r u n p receden ted  surveillance 
on a national scale. In  th e  w rong hands 
fo r the w rong pu rposes, it could be a 
pow erfu l tool to  bring confo rm ity  to  a 
p o lic e  s t a te .  M o st A m e r ic a n s  w e re  
shocked  to  learn th a t the F B I and  the 
C IA  in recen t years ac ted  ou ts ide  the 
C onstitu tion  and their ow n guidelines in 
som e o f the ir opera tions.

T hese  are  pow erfu l too ls w e have d e 
veloped . It will take  a pow erfu l people to 
con tro l them , if  w e allow  that pow er to 
slip th rough  our fingers to  be grasped  by 
a few , these  tools can  be u sed  to  contro l 
us. It will take  co n stan t vigilance to  be 
sure  we contro l ou r m achines ra th e r than  
being contro lled  by  them . □
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They've Got 
Your Number!

By P aul C hitlik

our socie ty , no one has a truly 
HI I  private  life anym ore. In form ation  
abou t every th ing  w e say  or do in pub
lic— and o ften  in p riva te— is collected , 
c o m b in e d , c o d e d ,  s u m m a r iz e d , an d  
sto red  by a num ber.

N o sensib le person  is particularly  
o verjoyed  by th is situation . B ut society , 
as we know  it, o rganized and m aintained 
w ith heavy  reliance on com pu ters and 
o th er fo rm s o f com plex reco rd  m ainte
nance, canno t function  w ithout the help 
o f  id e n t ify in g  n u m b e r in g  s y s te m s . 
N um bers avoid confusion . L ess p rone  to 
m isspelling and  m isp ronuncia tion , they  
can  be used  in codes: T he first th ree may 
rep resen t a particu lar a rea , perhaps the 
a rea  o f issue; the second  tw o could  stand  
fo r , say , the date  o f b irth  o f the holder; 
and the last four could  sim ply be the 
serial num ber. T his, in fac t, w as the plan 
adop ted  by the Social Security  B oard 
(later th e  Social Security  A dm inistra
tion) in 1936. Som e fo rm  of this num ber, 
w hose code has since been  am ended  to  
exclude b irthda te , identifies m ore than  
100 million A m ericans.

The National Identity Number. W hen 
the Social Security  B oard  originally 
stud ied  the p roblem s o f reporting  and 
record ing  earnings o r benefit paym ents, 
it decided  that som e sort o f num ber 
w ould be necessary  to  avoid  duplicate 
a cco u n ts , nonpaym ent, and  o th er c leri
ca l-adm in istra tive prob lem s. W ith that 
decis ion , the concep t o f a national iden
tity  num ber w as born . O ther coun tries 
had one , w hy not the U n ited  S ta tes?

B ecause  cau tious opinions prevailed  
a t first, the Social Security  num ber 
(SSN ) w as res tric ted  in use and applica
bility. B ut tha t w as befo re  the com puter 
a g e , b e fo r e  th e  ag e  o f  m a ss  c r e d i t  
reco rd s and  elec tron ic  record-keeping. 
A com pu ter needs a num ber to function , 
ju s t as surely  as a  junkie  needs a fix. A nd 
w o u ld n ’t life be sim pler fo r program 
m ers if all the  num bers w ere of the sam e

type , the sam e code?  T hen  all the com 
pu ters w ould be able to  talk  to  one an 
o th er abou t these  num bers and exchange 
in form ation  based  on them .

E verybody  w ho w as anybody  had a 
Social S ecurity  num ber by the early 
1940’s. S oon , tha t num ber began to  be 
w idely used  in all so rts  o f governm ent 
file-keeping. In 1943, an executive o rder 
w as issued , d irecting  all federal agencies 
to  use the SSN  w henever a new  num eri
cal identification system  fo r individuals 
w as estab lished .

T oday , the Social Security  num ber has 
been  adop ted  as the m ain filing num ber 
in the n a tio n ’s public and private sec
to rs. S ince no res tric tions ex ist on its use 
in p rivate  in form ation  system s, it has 
becom e, in fa c t, the national identity  
num ber.

A partia l list o f its u sers would include 
such principal ga therers  o f inform ation 
a s  th e  1RS (w h ic h  h a s  re q u ire d  th e  
num ber on all tax re tu rn s since 1961), the 
S ta te  F ranch ise  T ax B oard (C alifornia’s 
1R S), h igh  s c h o o ls  an d  c o lle g e s , 
l ib r a r ie s ,  c r e d i t - r e c o r d s  c o m p a n ie s ,  
r e t i r e m e n t  fu n d s  o th e r  th a n  S o c ia l 
S e c u r i ty ,  th e  p o lic e  an d  o th e r  law - 
e n fo r c e m e n t  a g e n c ie s ,  c o u n ty  w e l
fa re  departm en ts and all related  sociai- 
serv ice agencies, departm en ts o f m otor 
vehicles in th irty -th ree  sta tes , Blue 
C ross and o th er health  and life insurers, 
stock  b rokerages, banks and o th er fi
nancial institu tions, the Civil Service 
C om m ission, the F ederal A viation A d
m inistration , the V eterans A dm inistra
tion and  the D epartm ent o f D efense (dog 
tags now  carry  your SSN ), a  p e rso n ’s 
em ployers (past and p resen t) and , of 
cou rse , the Social Security  A dm inistra
tion itself.

In case you fo rget your num ber, it can 
usually  be found  on your vo ter-registra- 
tion reco rd s, library  card , tax-form  ad 
d ress  sticker, o r em ployee-identification 
card .

T hus, a vast sea o f inform ation exists 
about you, w hether you know  it or not,

w hether you like it o r not. N o m atter 
how  m inute or w idely sca tte red  you feel 
the data  m ay be, it is all in the sam e pool, 
a pool w hose su rface  tension  is m ain
tained by your Social S ecurity  num ber.

Troubling Questions. But the use o f
such a universal inform ation  system  
raises troubling questions: W hat in fo r
m ation is on file, and  w ho gets to  see it?

W hen you apply fo r a Social Security  
num ber, you are  requ ired  to  supply the 
governm ent w ith several points o f in fo r
m ation: the nam e to  be used in w ork or 
business; full nam e given at b irth ; place 
of b irth ; m o ther’s full nam e at b irth ; 
fa th e r’s full nam e; da te  o f you r b irth , 
age, sex , co lor, o r race ; mailing ad d ress; 
date  o f application ; phone num ber; and 
signature. T he basic inform ation then  is 
t r a n s f e r r e d  to  y o u r  p e rm a n e n t  file , 
w here your earnings and  em ployers are 
recorded . U nless you are  receiv ing som e 
sort o f benefit from  the Social Security  
A dm inistration , th is is the ex ten t o f your 
file, w hich is m aintained in B altim ore, 
M aryland.

Officially, this very  private  in fo rm a
tion is not fo r public consum ption . Y ou 
have access to  it, o f cou rse , and  your 
em ployers m ay also see reco rds of the ir 
con tribu tions. T hird parties (som eone 
o ther than  you or the governm ent) m ay 
see your file only w ith your perm ission 
and under special c ircum stances.

At least, th a t’s w h a t’s official. Unoffi
cially, since security  is lax , the files o f 
the Social Security  A dm inistration  are 
vulnerable to  m isuse. F or in stance , no 
reco rd  is kept w hen a file is view ed fo r 
rou tine pu rposes, and  no au thoriza tion  
from  a superio r is needed.

A t the L os A ngeles C ounty  D epart
m ent o f Public Social S erv ices, C harlene 
M cC arroll, an adm inistrative d is tric t di-

Paul Chitlik teaches E nglish  a t L ong  
B each C ity College and  resides in L o s  
Angeles.
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The Carter Administration halted 
development of a nationwide, 

$850 million computer 
for monitoring taxpayers.

rec to r, told me tha t the SSN  is no t used 
as the accoun t num ber, but it m ust be 
included on every  application  fo r aid, 
because of s ta te  and federal regulations. 
C h ild ren 's  num bers m ust also be in
c luded , w hatever their age. T he num ber 
then  becom es part o f the main file and 
those  fo r individual p rogram s such as 
M ediCal, general relief, Aid to  Fam ilies 
W ith D ependent C hildren , Food S tam ps, 
the C uban R elief P rogram , and  the In 
dochinese R efugee A ssistance Program .

T he inform ation  in such files is avail
able to  the w elfare c lien t; the c lien t’s 
rep resen ta tiv es ; federa l, s ta te , and local 
aud ito rs checking on food-stam p cases ; 
in ternal au d ito rs; the d is tric t a tto rney  
while investigating fraud  o r child-sup- 
po rt cases ; the FB I seeking inform ation 
related  to  public social serv ices; and the 
sheriff, w ho m ay have to  go to  the tro u 
ble o f getting  a  w arran t.

In o ther w ords, not ju s t anybody , but 
anybody w ith a badge.

M oreover, as the main identifying 
num ber on your tax  re tu rn , your SSN  
rep resen ts  an ex trao rd inary  source of 
inform ation fo r the In ternal R evenue 
Serv ice. By using it, the  IRS can readily  
obtain  your ad d ress , m arital s ta tu s , 
num ber o f children  and o th er depen 
den ts and their nam es, your gross in
com e, m edical expenses , political and 
charitab le  con tribu tions, union affilia
tion , savings (implied by in terest re
ceived) and the am oun ts of o ther incom e 
and deductions. M ost o f us assum e this 
inform ation  is used only in the com pu ta
tion o f ou r tax  liability and , we hope, a 
refund . W rong.

A ccording to  L aw yer M eade E m ory , 
quo ted  in the Privacy Journal o f M arch, 
1975, “ O ften  the re tu rns are  inspected  
(by U .S . a tto rn ey sl not fo r any  investi
gation under w ay, but fo r c lues that 
might lead to  an  investiga tion .”

R ecently  the C arte r A dm inistration  
halted  developm ent o f a nationw ide, 
$850 million com puter fo r m onitoring 
taxpayers. The com puter had been op

posed as a th rea t to  privacy and civil 
liberties. The plan fo r the T ax A dm inis
tra tion  Service com puter called fo r a 
large data-p rocessing  system  w ith 8,300 
term inals through w hich 48,300 IRS em 
ployees w ould have had im m ediate ac
cess to the detailed  tax records of indi
vidual taxpayers and co rporations.

Confidential Information. The federal 
governm en t, how ever, is not the only 
m ajor gatherer and  keeper o f in form a
tion about individuals. Insu rance  com 
panies, financial in stitu tions, em ployers, 
and docto rs also  m aintain ra ther com 
plete files. A nd the inform ation system s 
o f at least tw o private  organizations ac 
tually  succeed  in rivaling, if not su rpass
ing, governm ent da ta  storage and re 
trieval in size and scope: Blue C ross of 
A m erica, w hich has m ore than 84 million 
A m ericans in its com pu ter banks, and 
TRW , Inc ., w hich cu rren tly  m aintains 
cred it reco rds on 70 million A m ericans 
w ho have received  a loan or bought 
som ething on tim e. T his m ay be done 
w ithout these  co n su m ers’ consen t o r 
know ledge. Y et inform ation sto red  and 
made available to various persons by 
these organizations happens to  be of a 
highly personal and  confidential nature.

A Blue C ross public-relations rep re
sen ta tive , Bellie L andrum , told me that 
the Social Security  num ber is used in its 
filing because tha t is the num ber hosp i
tals use w hen adm itting patien ts. H ow 
ever, Blue C ross will re luc tan tly  assign 
you an a lternative  num ber if you ob ject 
to  the use of your SSN . But the organi
zation has no need to  consult you, since 
it ob tains your num ber through your 
em ployer, if you participate in a group 
insurance plan.

W ith this num ber Blue C ross m ain
tains a com plete record  of docto r visits, 
trea tm en ts , lab te s ts , X -rays, and hosp i
ta lizations, though explanations o f these 
are  lim ited to  a few  w ords each . M ore
over, if you join Blue C ross as an indi
vidual ra ther than as a m em ber o f a

group plan, your file includes a com plete  
medical h isto ry .

H ere ’s part o f the conversa tion  I had 
with the Blue C ross PR rep resen ta tive :

Q .— C an anybody  see the files?
A .— N ot particularly .
Q .— People from  the governm en t, do 

they need a subpoena?
A .— N o, anyone (from the govern 

m ent] can look.

Muzzling the IRS Monster
It w ould have been W ash ing ton’s 

biggest Big B ro ther. T he so-called 
T ax A dm inistration  S ystem , built 
around  a m onstrous $850-mi!lion 
com pu ter, w as going to  give In ternal 
R evenue Service staffers at 8,300 
term inals in the ten  regional IRS 
cen te rs around  th e  U nited  S ta tes 
instan t access to  the financial re c 
ords o f m ore than 125 m illion U .S. 
taxpayers. A larm ed at w hat seem ed 
like ano ther elec tronic-age assau lt 
on personal p rivacy , liberals and 
conservatives alike p ro tested  w hen 
the p ro jec t w as announced  in 1975. 
C o n g ress’ Office o f T echnology  A s
sessm ent denounced  it as a “ th rea t 
to  the civil liberties, p rivacy , and 
due p rocess o f ta x p a y e rs .”

N ow  the Office o f M anagem ent 
and Budget has scu ttled  T A S and 
said the IRS w ould have to  m ake do 
by m erely  renovating  its existing 
16-year-old data  bank . T he adm inis
tra tio n ’s decision  has little to  do 
w ith concerns about p rivacy . OM B 
feared  th a t the all-em bracing TA S 
w ould be vulnerable to  a  nationw ide 
m alfunction  if it becam e o vertaxed . 
T he IR S says TA S w ould  no t have 
left tax p ay e rs’ files exposed  to  e x 
am inations by  any  m ore staffers 
th a n  th e  p r e s e n t  s y s te m : a b o u t 
20,000.

— Tim e, January  30, 1978.

8 LIBER TY  JU L Y /A U G U ST , 1978

RE
PR

IN
TE

D 
BY 

PE
RM

IS
SI

O
N 

FR
OM

 
TIM

E 
TH

E 
W

EE
KL

Y 
N

EW
SM

AG
AZ

IN
E;

 
©

 
TI

ME
 

INC
 

19
78



How can w e avoid the reduction 
of millions of lives,distinct personalities all, 

to computer printouts 
with nine numbers for a name?

But since no reco rd  is k ep t o f w ho 
sees y o u r file, and since an em ployee of 
Blue C ross does not need au thorization  
from  a superv iso r to  open th e  reco rd , it 
might as well be ju s t “ a n y b o d y .”

TR W , In c ., is m ore selective in the 
d issem ination  o f its confidential credit 
da ta . Y ou have to  be a person  or a busi
ness th a t ex tends cred it befo re  you can 
look at so m eo n e’s financial h isto ry . A nd 
T R W  d o e sn ’t ju s t give it aw ay , e ither. It 
will co st you $4 to  look a t you r own 
cred it h is to ry . If  you are  a cred it g ran to r, 
it will co st less to  o b ta in , say , my ad 
d ress , my p rev ious add ress , the one be
fo re  th a t, and the one befo re  th a t, my 
age, place of em ploym ent, p rev ious em 
ployer, th e  one befo re  th a t and before 
th a t, my m onthly  paym ents, w hat I am 
paying fo r , to  w hom , how  m uch I ow ed 
in the first place, how  m uch I still ow e, 
and the iden tity  o f anyone  try ing to  col
lect a deb t I m ay have skipped ou t on or 
even  fo rgo tten  about— though the report 
does not specify  w hich is the case. Since 
my cred ito rs  are listed , you  m ay call 
them  fo r a  paym ent h is to ry  or a general 
chat ab o u t my reliability . Y ou can also 
learn  w hether I have m ade an  application  
fo r cred it recen tly .

Com plicated Q uestions. O bviously , a 
Social Security  num ber poses no danger 
in itself. It functions only  as a key to  
in fo rm ation . The in form ation  is then 
held under this key by dozens o f in stitu 
tions, bo th  p rivate  and  public. If all the 
in fo rm ation  sto red  by m eans o f this 
num ber w ere gathered— a possib ility  be
com ing m ore and m ore real— a com plete 
personal h is to ry  and  personality  profile 
could be w orked  up. N o need to  w ait fo r 
th e  “ giant co m p u te r” : T here  w ould be 
noth ing abou t you— your likes and d is
likes, goals and desires , intelligence and 
ab ilities, m ental health , p re fe rred  read 
ing, eye  co lor and  v ision , religion and 
political be liefs, w ork  and  leisure rou
tines, deb its and  du ties , honors and 
pun ishm en ts, vacations and  escapes,

d ie t, d ress, incom e, educa tion , lovers 
and /o r spouse or ex -spouse , ch ild ren , 
bad deb ts , and , m ore likely than  no t, 
thum bprin t— th a t co u ld n ’t be d iscovered  
by using tha t magical nine-digit num ber.

Som e accum ulated  “ fa c ts ”  m ay be 
erroneous, som e m erely personal op in 
ion, and som e actually  m isleading. By 
w hat right, th en , can  a lm ost anyone 
from  a bureaucracy  learn  nearly  ev ery 
thing th a t’s ever been  reco rded  about 
you?

T hat is a com plicated  question . W ho, 
in fac t, is the ow ner of th is in fo rm ation?  
It is about you, although no t held by you. 
O n ly  re c e n t ly  h a v e  w e e v e n  b e e n  
gran ted  the right to  see w hat inform ation  
is being kept on us, to  see o u r own files.

If inform ation  is defined as  p roperty , 
how  can we p ro tec t it from  search  and 
s e iz u re ,  th e  m ean in g  o f  w h ic h  h a s  
changed considerab ly  since the original 
am endm ents w ere m ade to  th e  C onstitu 
tion? H ow  can we p reven t inform ation  
from  being taken  w ithout the  benefit of 
due p rocess o f law  as guaran teed  by the 
F ourteen th  A m endm ent? A lthough the 
Suprem e C ourt held in B oyd  v. U .S. tha t 
the doctrines of the F ou rth  and F ifth  
A m endm ents “ apply to  all invasions on 
the part o f the governm ent and  its em 
ployees to  the sanctity  o f a  m an ’s hom e 
and the privacies o f  li fe ” (em phasis sup
plied), there  is still no pro tec tion  against 
private file-keeping and inform ation- 
gathering , use and dissem ination  of that 
file, and coord ination  o f inform ation  
w ith o ther com patib le filing system s.

In the m eantim e, cu rren t custom  holds 
that inform ation  about you in your pos
session is your p roperty , w hile the sam e 
inform ation in the possession  of ano ther 
person  is his p roperty , too— and he m ay 
do w hat he w ishes w ith it.

R ight to Privacy. The right to  privacy 
is ill-defined by m ost people, overlooked  
by m any businesses, and not specifically 
m entioned in the C onstitu tion . B ut few  
w ould d ispu te  tha t such a right ex is ts ,

ju s t as few  w ould argue th a t there  is 
indeed a need  to  know , by p rivate  and 
public agencies, ce rta in  inform ation  
abou t you  fo r your ow n and so c ie ty ’s 
benefit. H ow  can  we balance the tw o? 
H ow  can  w e avoid  th e  reduc tion  of mil
lions o f lives, d is tinc t personalities all, to  
com pu ter p rin tou ts w ith nine num bers 
fo r a nam e?

T he continuing efforts to  stream line 
and contro l the data  exp losion  should be 
exam ined  fo r their in tended  purpose and 
possib le  effects. D o w e really  w an t or 
need a  com prehensive  p e rsona lity , p e r
sonal h is to ry , and  perfo rm ance  file on 
every  inhab itan t o f ou r coun try?

The right to  p rivacy  and  the  dignity  o f 
the individual are  challenged by the na
tional iden tity  num ber m ost o f us now  
hold. D esp ite  the sam eness o f millions o f 
o rd inary  lives, we are  not num bers; we 
a re  no t com puter tapes o r even  large 
files bulging w ith papers.

T he idea th a t everyone m ust have a 
num ber befo re  he/she ex is ts  fo r the sta te  
has filtered dow n in to  the low est ech e 
lons o f the Social Security  A dm in istra
tion. W hen you visit the  local offices o f 
the SSA  in L os A ngeles, fo r exam ple, 
you m ust take a num ber befo re  you will 
be spoken  to . T here  are  no excep tions. 
Y ou m ust be a num ber first, a file, a  
com puter record . It is easie r to  deal w ith 
a num ber: N o em otions need be aroused , 
nor do you have to  in te rac t as one hum an 
being to  ano ther.

T his, then , is the danger o f m ass com 
pu teriza tion . W hat begins to  co u n t is 
w h a t’s in the file, no t under th e  skin. 
A nd the resulting  dehum anization , like 
the num ber itself, like the ineluctable 
loss o f p rivacy , c a n ’t be faked . C om 
pu ter cross-check ing  p reven ts th a t. □

Reprinted with permission from the Los An
geles Times, Sunday, January 15, 1978.
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By A lexan d er S olzh en itsyn

When discussing  freed o m , it is 
easiest to  give w ay  to  rh e to ric  on 
the dark  abysm s of to ta litarian ism  and to  

sing the p raises o f the shining strong
holds o f W estern  freedom . It is fa r  m ore 
difficult, bu t a lso  m ore p roduc tive , to  
tak e  a hard  look a t ou rse lves.

If th e  region o f free  social system s in 
the w orld  keeps shrinking, and  if huge 
con tinen ts only  recen tly  ob tain ing  fre e 
dom  are  being draw n  off into th e  zone of 
ty ranny , then  the fau lt lies no t ju s t w ith 
to ta litarian ism — w hich devours fre e 
d o m s a s  a fu n c t io n  o f  its  n a tu ra l  
g row th— b u t, obv iously , a lso  w ith the 
free  system s them selves th a t have lost 
som ething of the ir inner streng th  and  
stability .

Y our no tions and  mine abou t m any 
even ts and  fac ts  are  based  on dissim ilar 
life ex p erien ces, and  th e re fo re  m ay 
differ considerab ly . Y et th e  very  angle 
betw een  beam s o f sight m ay help  us to  
perceive a su b jec t in fu ller d im ensions. I 
m ake bold  to  d irec t you r a tten tio n  to  
som e asp ec ts  o f freedom  th a t are  not 
fash ionab le  to  ta lk  ab o u t, bu t w hich will 
no t on tha t accoun t cease  to  ex is t, to 
have significance, and  to  have influence.

T he co ncep t o f freedom  canno t be 
grasped  co rrec tly  w ithout an app rec ia 
tion of the vital ob jec tives o f ou r earth ly  
ex is tence . I am  an  ad v o ca te  o f the  view  
that the aim  o f life fo r each  o f us is no t to 
take bound less p leasu re  in m aterial 
goods, but to  take  our d epartu re  from  
the w orld  as b e tte r  persons than  w e a r
rived in it, b e tte r  than  our inherited  in
stincts w ould  have  m ade u s; th a t is, to  
travel o ver the  span  o f life on one path  o r 
ano ther o f sp iritual im provem ent. (It is 
only the sum  o f such progressions tha t 
can  be called  the spiritual p rogress o f 
hum anity .)

If th is is so , then  ex ternal freedom  is 
not a self-sufficient end o f people and  
socie ties, bu t only  a  m eans facilitating  
o u r undefo rm ed  deve lopm en t; only  a 
possib ility  fo r us to  live a hum an and not 
an anim al ex is ten ce ; only  a  cond ition  in 
w hich m an m ay be tte r ca rry  ou t his a s 
signm ent on earth . A nd freedom  is not 
the only such condition . N o  less than  
o u te r freed o m , m an needs unpollu ted  
space fo r his sp irit, room  fo r m ental and 
m oral concen tra tion .

R egre ttab ly , con tem porary  civilized 
freedom  is re lu c tan t to  leave us th is kind 
o f space. R eg re ttab ly , in recen t decades 
o u r very  idea o f freedom  has been  d i
m inished and  grow n shallow  in com pari
son w ith p rev ious ages; it has been re le

gated  a lm ost exclusively  to  freedom  
from  ou tside  p ressu re , to  freedom  from  
sta te  coerc ion— to  freedom  understood  
only  on th e  ju rid ical level, and no  higher.

F reedom ! to  litter com pulsorily  w ith 
com m ercial rubbish  th e  m ailboxes, the 
ey es, e a rs , and  b rains o f people, the 
te lecasts— so that it is im possible to  
w atch  a single one w ith a  sense of co 
herence .

A fter  T hat th e  D elu ge

It has no facility  or m echanism  fo r it. 
Y ou can  persist
B ecause  you have  a m ind and m us

cles— and  h eart.
B ut freedom  aw aits  y o u r p leasure. 
It is no t se lf-perpetuating .
It does no t grow  or expand.
W e grow  freedom .
W e p ro jec t it.
W e live it.
W e share it.
W ithout you r life and  b rea th  and 

blood
It will curl up and  die.
A nd it will s tay  dead.
It is you w ho keep freedom  alive, 
W ho m ake it w ork,
W ho d e fea t its enem ies.
F o r they  are  your enem ies.
W e are  free  ju s t so long 
A s w e actively  w ant it.
A fte r tha t the deluge 
and  se rv itu d e ’s long night.
Its end less night.
W hat is your freedom  p leasure?

— D onald F . H aynes

F reedom ! to  im pose in fo rm ation , tak 
ing no accoun t o f the right o f the indi
vidual no t to  accep t it, o f the right o f the 
individual to  peace of mind.

F reedom ! to  spit in the eye and in the 
soul o f the passer-by  and the passenger 
w ith advertising .

F reedom  ! fo r ed ito rs and  film p roduc
ers to  s ta rt the younger generation  off 
w ith seductive m iscrea tion .

F reedom ! fo r ado lescen ts o f 14-18 
years to  im m erse them selves in idleness 
and am usem en ts in stead  o f invigorating 
tasks and  spiritual grow th.

F reedom ! fo r healthy  young adults to  
avoid  w ork and  live at the expense of 
society .

F reedom ! fo r s trik ers , carried  to  the 
point o f freedom  to  deprive all the  res t o f 
the c itizens of a  norm al life, o f w ork , o f

tran spo rta tion , w ater, and food .
F reedom ! fo r exonera ting  speeches, 

w hen the law yer h im self know s the guilt 
o f the accused .

F reedom ! to  exalt the legal right o f 
in surance pro tec tion  so tha t even  “ good 
Sam aritan ism ”  can lead to ex tortion .

F reedom ! fo r casual, trivial pens to  
glide irresponsib ly  o v e r th e  su rfaces o f 
any problem , pushed fo rw ard  in haste  to  
shape public opinion.

F reedom ! fo r the collection  of gossip , 
w hile th e  jou rnalist fo r reasons of self- 
in terest spares com passion  fo r neither 
his fellow  m an nor his native land.

F reedom ! to  divulge the defense  se 
c re ts  o f o n e ’s coun try  fo r personal po 
litical ends.

F reedom ! fo r the businessm an in any 
com m ercial tran sac tion , no m atter how 
m an y  p e o p le  m ig h t be  b ro u g h t to  
grief, no m atter how  his hom eland might 
be betrayed .

F reedom ! fo r politicians indiscrim i
nately  to  bring about w hatever p leases 
the vo ter today , bu t not w hat fa rs ig h t
edly  p rovides fo r his sa fe ty  and w ell
being.

F re e d o m ! fo r te rro ris ts  to  escape  pun
ishm ent, so that p ity  fo r them  becom es a 
death  sen tence  fo r all the  re s t o f society .

F re e d o m ! fo r en tire  s ta tes  to  ex to rt aid 
from  ou ts iders as dependen ts , bu t no t to  
set to  w ork  to  build up the ir ow n eco
nom ics.

F re e d o m ! as indifference to  a d is tan t, 
alien, tram pled  freedom .

Freedom ! even  no t to  defend  o n e ’s 
ow n freedom : let som e o th e r fellow  risk 
his neck.

All these  freedom s are  o ften  irre
p roachable ju rid ically , bu t m orally  all 
a re  fau lty . In their exam ple w e see tha t 
the sum  to tal o f all th e  rights o f  freedom  
is still a long w ay  from  the  freedom  of 
m an and society . It is m erely  poten tia lly  
being realized  in d ifferen t fo rm s. All o f 
th is is a  subord inate  so rt o f freedom — 
not the type o f freedom  th a t e levates the 
hum an kind, but a p recarious freedom  
tha t m ay actually  be its undoing. □

A lexander So lzhen itsyn , a u th o r o f  The 
G ulag A rchipelago, C ancer W ard, F irst 
C ircle, and  A ugust, 1914, am ong others, 
presented this ta lk  on receipt o f  the 
A m erican  Friendship A w a rd  fro m  the  
F reedom s F oundation , H oover In s titu 
tion on W ar, R evo lu tion , and  Peace, 
S tan fo rd  U niversity. H e is an H onorary  
Fellow o f  the Institu tion .
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Reflections for the Fourth: Freedom

Americans reflect a precarious 
type of freedom that moy actually 

be its undoing.





For us to  love our co u n try , said E d
mund B urke, ou r coun try  m ust be 
lo v e ly . I f  B u rk e  m e a n t th a t  o n ly  a 

coun try  tha t is lovely is loved by its 
people , then  he w as m istaken . F or m any 
G erm ans loved N azi G erm any , a nation 
tha t co u ld n ’t at all be considered  lovely. 
B ut if we u nders tand  B urke’s rem ark  to  
m ean that fo r a  coun try  to  be w orthy of 
our adm iration  it m ust be lovely, then 
B urke’s observa tion  is valid.

B u t w h a t c a u s e s  a  c o u n tr y  to  be 
lovely? T he B ritish  sta tesm an  had a 
ready  rep ly . T he coun try  tha t is lovely, 
w rote B urke, is perm eated  w ith the spirit 
o f religion and the spirit o f the gentle
m an, qualities w ithout w hich no to le ra 
ble civil social o rd e r can  endure.

T he “ spirit o f re lig ion”  is a com pli
ca ted  term . But w hat B urke m eant is 
reverence  fo r G od and  corresponding  
acknow ledgm ent o f an au tho rity  higher 
than  the sta te . For B urke it also  m eant 
com m itm ent to  a  c lu s te r of shared values 
and to  the religious foundation  o f those 
values such  as trad ition , liberty  under 
law , courage, honor, civility , decency , 
the dignity  o f the individual because he 
is m ade in the im age o f G od, individual 
freedom  and responsib ility , and the rec 
ognition o f G od-given rights and co rre 
sponding duties.

W hen he spoke of the “ spirit o f the 
gen tlem an ,”  B urke w as referring  to  
som ething m ore than  m ere ex ternal gen
tility and the ability  to  win friends and 
influence people. C ardinal John  H enry 
N ew m an once  described  the gentlem an 
as one w ho is “ ten d er tow ards the bash 
fu l, gentle tow ards the d is tan t, and m er
ciful tow ards the absu rd . . . . H e never 
speaks o f h im self unless com pelled , 
never defends h im self by m ere re to rt, he 
has no ears fo r slander o r g o ss ip .”  The 
gen tlem an, con tinued  N ew m an, is “ pa
tient and fo rb ea rin g ” ; he resigns him self 
to suffering because  “ it is inevitable, to 
bereavem en t because  it is irreparab le , 
and to  death  because  it is his d e s tin y .”  
A nd if the gentlem an engages in co n tro 
versy  of any kind, “ his disciplined in
tellect p reserves him from  the b lunder
ing d iscou rtesy  o f b e tte r, perhaps, but 
less-educated  m inds, w ho, like blunt 
w eapons, tea r and hack instead of cu t
ting clean , w ho m istake the point in a r
gum ent, w aste  the ir strength  on trifles, 
m isconceive the ir ad v ersa ry , and leave

the question  m ore involved than  they 
find i t .”

B urke w ould have agreed w ith N ew 
m an ’s sen tim en ts; he, like N ew m an, 
m eant som ething m ore than  ex ternal 
gentility . B urke w as talking abou t the 
refinem ent o f mind and cha rac te r that 
e leva tes one above the social and in tel
lectual fad s and fo ib les o f o n e ’s group 
and o f o n e ’s tim es. As Russell K irk ob
serves, B urke believed th a t the spirit o f 
the gentlem an m eant “ that e levation  of 
mind and tem per, tha t generosity  and 
courage o f m ind, (and that) hab it o f ac t
ing upon principles w hich rise superior 
to  im m ediate advantage and p rivate  in
te re s t .”

W ere B urke alive today , he w ould find 
little o f the spirit o f religion and the spirit 
o f the gentlem an in ou r coun try . H e 
would d iscover little respec t fo r the 
canons of civilized d iscourse , and he 
w ould find little observance  of the norm s 
and trad itions o f civility.

Instead , B urke w ould find the sp irit of 
religion and  the spirit o f the gentlem an 
considered  “ effem inate”  by those m ost 
doubtful o f their own m asculin ity ; he 
w o u ld  e n c o u n te r  w id e s p re a d  in d i f 
fe rence , if not hostility , tow ard  religion 
in both private and public life. H e w ould 
find increasing num bers w ho th ink  in 
slogans, w ho shout dow n speakers, w ho 
refuse to  listen to  or consider view s 
con trary  to  their ow n; he w ould see a 
denigration of the concep ts o f individual 
freedom  and responsib ility ; he w ould 
w itness in our society  a viru lent assau lt 
by those w ithout roo ts upon the delicate 
balance betw een o rder and freedom , 
trad ition  and change. A nd B urke, to  his 
d ism ay, w ould d iscover a violent and 
tragic rup tu re  o f the bonds o f hum an 
affection , the ties that prom ote unity  and 
sense of com m unity  ra th e r than  division, 
that bind a person to  his neighbor, to  his 
fam ily, to  his church , to his com m unity , 
to  his country .

To fight today fo r the resuscita tion  of 
the spirit o f religion and the spirit o f the 
gentlem an w ould seem  to be a lost cause. 
Y et, fo r so w orthy a cause we m ust 
continue to  struggle until these qualities 
prevail— qualities that cause a coun try  to  
be lovely. □

Haven B. G ow is a free-lance writer in 
Arlington H eights, Illinois.

By H aven  B . G ow

What
Malusa
Country
Lovely?
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What w ill be Its 
impact on 

Israeli claims to be 
the religious 

guardian of all faiths 
in the Holy Land?

Israel's New 
Antimissionary Law

By M acabee D ean

A new  an tib ribery  law is troubling 
Israeli C hristians. In tended to 
p ro tec t Judaism , the law forbids “ en tic

ing som eone to change religion by giving 
m aterial ben efits .”  If found  guilty o f o f
fering  an  inducem ent, a C hristian  can be 
sen tenced  to  five years in prison. A  Jew  
accepting  such a payoff is punishable by 
a  th ree-year term . C hristian  leaders call 
the law  an insult th a t could sha tte r the 
re la t io n s h ip  b e tw e e n  I s ra e l  a n d  its  
80,200 C hristian  residen ts and call in 
question  Israeli claim s to  be the religious 
guardian  o f all fa iths in the H oly Land.

C hristian  spokesm en deny bribing 
converts while Israeli rabbis insist the 
p rac tice  is w idespread . “ W e are a small 
nation  and every  Jew ish  soul is d ear to  
u s ,”  says R abbi Y ehuda M eir A bram - 
ow itz , a sponsor o f the law in the K nes
set (parliam ent). “ T here  are  hundreds of 
m issionaries operating  here , and it has to 
s to p .”

O nly seventy  to  eighty Jew s convert 
annually , according to  C hristian  sources, 
a n d  th e s e  a re  th e  r e s u l t  o f  d ia lo g  
ra th e r than  b ribery . T o a Jew ish  die
hard , says a C hristian  leader, sponsoring 
a  nu rsery  tha t adm its Jew ish  children is a 
“ m aterial in ducem en t”  to  conversion. 
T he Bible Society  o f Israel has ex 
p ressed  concern  tha t the new  law , w hich 
w ent into effect in April, might be in ter
p reted  to  curb  Bible distribution .

A delegation rep resen ting  a num ber of 
C hristian  churches recen tly  v isited the 
V atican to  secure support fo r appeal o f 
the law. T he U nited  C hristian Council o f 
Israel has sent a  cable to Prim e M inister 
M enachem  Begin expressing  concern  
about the libelous charges m ade against 
m issionaries.

T h e  d i s p u t e  b e tw e e n  r e l i g i o u s  
com m unities goes m uch deeper than 
th e  new  law reveals. It has its roo ts 
in differing concep ts o f religious free 
dom  itself. A sk a Jew  w hether there is 
religious freedom  in Israe l, and he will 
a n s w e r  w ith  a firm  Y e s . A sk  him  
w hether there is freedom  to  convert 
Jew s by any  m eans, m aterial inducem ent 
o r no t, and the answ er will likely be a 
very quiet No.

To the Jew , religious liberty  is the

right to  believe as you w ant and to  be left 
alone to  prac tice  your beliefs as you 
w ant. The C hristian  includes th is con 
cern  but goes one step  fu rth e r: Religious 
freedom  m ust perm it converting  o thers 
to  his faith .

The difference of definition is inheren t 
in each fa ith ’s concep t o f m ission. The 
C hristian  believes th a t everyone m ust 
accep t C hrist as Saviour, and tha t it is 
every  C hris tian ’s spiritual obligation  to 
show  o thers “ the W ay”  to  salvation .

The Jew  has quite ano ther view point. 
N ot only does he not believe in co n v ert
ing o thers, he even  d iscourages o thers 
from  converting  to  Judaism  (o ther than  
partners in m ixed m arriages)! T he Jew  
believes that any good, honest m an , of 
any fa ith , has his p lace prom ised in the 
g rea ter schem e o f things.

Jew s find a d istinction  betw een  the 
freedom  to believe and the freedom  to 
convert o thers in an  ancien t adm onition  
of the prophet M icah: “ F o r all people 
will w alk every  one in the nam e of his 
god, and we will w alk in the nam e of the 
L ord  our G od fo r ev er and e v e r”  (M icah 
4:5). T he verse  w as repea ted  by the late 
P residen t o f Israel Zalm an S hazar, in his 
historic 1964 m eeting w ith Pope Paul VI 
in Jerusalem .

This belief in going separa te  w ays is 
o n e  re a s o n  J e w s  d id  n o t p e r s e c u te  
C hristians (or o thers) w hen Israel w as 
founded  in 1948.

T o com plicate the p resen t b reach  be
tw een Jew ish  and  C hristian  com m unities 
in Israel, there  is no separa tion  of church  
and state  to  w hich C hristians can appeal. 
To understand  the Jew ish  app roach  to 
such relationsh ips, one m ust go back 
m ore than a thousand  years.

The M oslem s o f the seven th  cen tu ry  
established a church-sta te . B ut w ithin it 
they  set up the “ m ille t”  system . U nder 
this, religious m inorities w ere given legal 
right to  live by the ir ow n ecclesiastical 
law s, especially  in m atters o f personal 
sta tu s, such as m arriage, d ivo rce , and 
inheritance. W hat is re levant to  to d a y ’s 
con troversy  is th a t the Jew s have con 
tinued to  recognize these  au tonom ous 
national-religious com m unities.

Ten C hristian  churches today  have the
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sta tus o f “ recognized religious com m u
n ity .”  T hese com m unities have religious 
cou rts— even  as the Jew ish  com m unity 
has. It is im possible fo r a m em ber of 
these  ten  chu rches , o r a  Jew , to  m arry  or 
divorce w ithout appearing  befo re  this 
co u rt, unless he w ishes to  change his 
religion. G enerally  speaking, P ro testan ts 
do no t have such  canon  law ; they  p refer 
to  use civil cou rts.

A gainst the foundation  o f the inherited 
“ m ille t”  system , cam e Is rae l’s D eclara
tion of Independence:

“ T he S tate  o f Israel . . . ensure(s) 
com plete  equality  o f social and political 
rights to  all its c itizens irrespective of 
religion, race o r sex . It will guaran tee 
freedom  of religion, conscience , lan
guage, education  and cu ltu re ; it will 
safeguard  the H oly P laces o f all reli
g io n s .”

B ut the m illet system  and  the D ecla
ra tion  are  one thing. W hat happens in 
practice  is ano ther. So fa r , th ere  have 
been  only m inor infringem ents o f the 
religious freedom  o f non-Jew s— gener
ally a ttacks on m issions by unbalanced 
persons or zea lo ts. Jew ish  au thorities 
have responded  as they  have against any 
o th er v iolation of law.

O ne w idely publicized case— the Ca- 
pucci affair— did not involve religious 
liberty  bu t te rro rism , Jew s em phatically  
explain. M onsignor H ilarion  C apucci, 
G reek  C atholic (M elkite) titu lar A rch
b is h o p  o f  C a e s a re a ,  w as b o rn  in 
A leppo. A lthough a  C hris tian , he w as a 
rabid A rab nationalist. C aught tran s
porting arm s fo r a te rro ris t o rgan ization , 
he w as sen tenced , in 1974, to  tw elve 
years in prison.

Perhaps the best indication  of his 
guilt is the num ber of te rro ris t gangs that 
have dem anded  C ap u cc i’s re lease . Som e 
m em bers o f his chu rch , how ever, have 
cried  “ fram e-u p ”  and  “ religious perse
c u tio n .”

B ecause C hrist lived and  preached  
w ithin the boundaries o f m odern  Israel, 
m any C hristian  denom inations have es
ta b l is h e d  “ b e a c h h e a d s ”  w ith in  th e  
coun try . T here  are  abou t fo u r hundred 
p laces o f C hristian  w orsh ip  in Israel. 
Som e one hundred  are  holy p laces, over

w hich quarrels betw een C hris tians b reak 
ou t. T hese  C hristian  com m unities m ain
tain about one hundred  schools, about 
half w ithin Israel. T heir ob jec tives are 
m ainly educational, though backers o f 
the new  an tib ribery  law  cited them  as 
sources o f both  overt and covert m is
sionary  activ ities.

Jew ish  children  go to these  schools fo r 
tw o prim ary reasons: the longer school 
day , w hich appeals to  w orking paren ts; 
and their scholastic excellence. A pupil 
m ay g raduate  speaking not only a E u ro 
pean language (generally F ren ch , G er
m an, o r English), bu t A rab ic , in addition 
to the H ebrew  he learns at hom e. P ara
doxically , som e C hristian  m issionaries 
send their children  to  Israeli (H ebrew ) 
schools, no t only to  learn H ebrew  but to 
abso rb  Jew ish  a tm osphere .

It is p rosely tism  in its various form s 
tha t is behind m ost Jew ish-C hristian  
tensions. M ost such activ ity  is o f the 
soft-sell varie ty , utilizing dialog b e 
tw een leaders o f the Jew ish  and C hris
tian com m unities. On ano ther level, a t
tem pts w ere m ade to  a ttra c t Jew s into 
C hristian  churches by w elcom ing them  
and m aking H ebrew  the language of 
w orship . P ro testan t hym ns, as well as 
the Rom an C atholic and G reek  C atholic 
m asses, have been transla ted  into H e
brew .

C h r is t ia n  c le rg y m e n  o f  n e a r ly  all 
fa iths have m ade serious a ttem p ts to 
learn H ebrew — not only to  converse 
better w ith the Jew s they  m eet but also 
to  read the Bible in the original. C hris
tian p ro fesso rs teach  at Israeli universi
ties, and there are  various C hristian  ar
cheological and Biblical institu tes in 
Israel, both  C atholic and P ro testan t. 
T hey  coopera te  w ith Jew ish  scholars 
w orking in their field, and Jew ish  pro
fesso rs lecture (generally in English) oc
casionally  a t C hristian  institu tes.

M ore troublesom e has been the hard 
sell practiced  by “ free-lance”  m ission
aries who feel the divine spark  to  go out 
and m ake converts  w ithout considera
tion fo r Jew ish sensitiv ities. O ne exam 
ple tha t infuria ted  the Jew s occurred  a 
few  years ago w hen a m issionary  began 
d is tr ib u t in g  le a f le ts  a t th e  W e s te rn

(W ailing) W all, the  holiest spo t in Israel 
to  Jew s. And he did it on Yom  K ippur 
(the D ay of A tonem ent), the  holiest day 
on the Jew ish  ca lendar. In such cases  the 
au thorities sim ply deprive the v isito r o f 
his visa, and he has to  leave the coun try .

W hat will be th e  im pact o f th e  new  law 
on Jew ish-C hristian  re la tionsh ips?  It is 
difficult to  im agine tha t they  will no t be 
adverse ly  affected , bo th  in Israel and 
ab road . Jew ish liberals, how ever, tend  
to dism iss the law ’s po ten tia l fo r m is
ch ief, calling it too th less. “ H ow  can  you 
prove any th ing?”  asks Y osef Im m anuel, 
secre ta ry  of the Israel In te rfa ith  C om 
m ittee. But the m ilitant group o f reli
gious Jew s called  P e’ilim  ( “ ac tiv is ts” ) 
seem s sure to  utilize it. “ W e d o n ’t go in 
fo r v io lence, bu t we a re n ’t 100 percen t 
against i t ,”  says P e’ilim  leader H aim  
K im che.

A ctually , although the new  law  has 
a roused  C hristian  opposition  because  of 
its an tib ribery  p rov ision , it hardly  rep re
sen ts a  new  clim ate o f rep ression : A 
1964 law  prohib ited  C hris tians from  
m a in ta in in g  in s t i tu t io n s  in  J e w is h  
cen te rs . And the Jew ish  state  has long 
im posed a quo ta  on C hristian  m ission
aries.

Perhaps the m ost significant observa
tion  that can  be m ade concern ing  the 
new  law is tha t it reflects the increased  
pow er of the religious politicians upon 
w hom  Prime M inister M enachem  Begin 
depends fo r backing in his coalition  cab 
inet. A nd that fa c t w ould seem  to  add 
substance  to  fears  tha t the law will 
a lienate  Is rae l’s C hristian  friends and 
dam age its claim  to  be the religious 
guardian  o f all fa ith s in the H oly L and.

A sks Y osef Im m anuel: “ C an you 
im agine such a law  being passed  abroad  
about Jew ish  ac tiv ities?  It w ould be 
condem ned  as dow nrigh t anti-Sem i
tism .”  □

M acabee Dean is a free-lance writer in 
R a m a t Gan, Israel.
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By T om  D ybdahl

YOU'RE 
FIRED!

Workers who hove 
lost their jobs 

because of religious 
convictions against 

joining o union 
are hoping Congress 

is about to give 
them relief.

July 10, 1975, D arrel N ot- 
te lson , a w elder fo r the A. O. 

Sm ith C orporation  o f M ilw aukee, W is
consin , w as fired from  his job . H e had 
w orked  fo r the com pany  fo r m ore than 
27 years.

N o tte lson  w as not fired because he 
w as lazy , o r incom peten t, o r because  he 
had a bad w ork reco rd . H e w as fired 
b e c a u s e  he  r e f u s e d  to  c o n tin u e  h is 
m em bership  in o r financially support the 
Sm ith S teelw orkers L ocal U nion 19806, 
A FL -C IO .

A fte r he w ent to  w ork  fo r the Sm ith 
C om pany in 1947, N o tte lson  jo ined  the 
S teelw orkers U nion. T hen in M ay, 1966, 
he becam e a  m em ber o f the Seventh-day 
A dventist C hurch . A nd this w as to  be
com e the source of his problem .

From  its founding , the Seventh-day  
A dven tis t C hurch  has em phasized  the 
lordship  o f C hrist. S ince the believer 
places all asp ec ts  o f his life under the 
lordship  of C hris t, says an official s ta te 
m ent issued in 1972, he cannot join or 
financially support a  group tha t might 
urge him to  ac t co n tra ry  to  this claim , o r 
w hose ac tions might be incom patible 
w ith the principles o f life as taught in 
the S crip tures.

T he position  o f his chu rch  put N o tte l
son in a bind. A nd as the years passed , 
he felt a grow ing conviction  that he 
should w ithdraw  from  the union. So on 
D ecem ber 18, 1975, he sen t a  le tte r to  the 
local S tee lw orkers U nion presiden t, Paul 
B lackm an, explaining tha t he had de
cided to  term inate  his union m em ber
ship.

In his le tte r, N o tte lson  said that his 
action  w as based “ purely  on a religious 
belief . . . and upon the teachings of my 
church  tha t this activ ity  is inconsisten t 
w ith m y personal relationsh ip  w ith my 
G o d .”  H e asked fo r a reasonable  ac
com m odation to  his belief and said that 
he w ould be glad to  pay a  sum  equal to 
his dues to nonreligious, nonunion ch ar
ity.

N o tte lson  w as aw are tha t there  might 
be som e problem s. So he had tu rned  to 
his church  fo r help, and the church  re
sponded . A w eek prior to  sending the 
le tte r, he and th ree religious-liberty 
leaders from  his chu rch  had m et with

Mr. B lackm an. T hey  explained  the situ 
ation  to  the p res iden t, and asked  fo r his 
consideration .

But the union execu tive  board  decided 
to  deny N o tte lso n ’s request to  be ex 
cused  from  paying dues. A fter fu rth er 
appeals, N ottelson  w as notified tha t his 
em ploym ent w as term inated .

N otte lson  is ju s t one of thousands 
w ho have had problem s because  of reli
gious ob jec tions to  jo in ing  labor unions. 
O ther Seventh-day  A dven tis ts , M en- 
nonites, A m ish, Old G erm an B aptists , 
and m em bers of the P lym outh  B rethren  
N o. 4 have been in the sam e position.

D uring the 1940’s the Seventh-day  
A dventists had tried to  secure union 
agreem ent to  an arrangem ent th a t w ould 
not violate the religious conv ictions of 
church  m em bers. C arlyle B. H aynes, the 
c h u rc h ’s re ligious-liberty  leader, con 
tacted  m ore than one hundred  in te rna
tional unions and urged them  to accom 
m odate conscien tious ob jec to rs.

H is proposal w as this: C hurch  m em 
bers w ould not officially jo in  the unions, 
but they  w ould pay dues to  the union 
w elfare fund . F ifteen  unions ag reed , and 
in m ore than tw o thousand  locals A d
ventists w ere able to con tinue  w orking 
under th is arrangem ent.

But by the early  1960’s chu rch  leaders 
began to  get reports tha t m any unions 
w ere not keeping their prom ise: M onies 
from  church  m em bers w ere being used 
fo r the sam e purposes tha t all o ther 
union funds w ere used fo r. W hen fu rth er 
investigation show ed that this w as in
deed the case , the A dventist leaders felt 
they  had no cho ice bu t to  d iscourage 
such arrangem ents.

T he first legislative a ttem p t to  p ro tec t 
those w ith religious ob jec tions to  joining 
unions cam e in 1965, w hen C ongress 
began consideration  of am endm ents to 
the T aft-H artley  A ct. W. M elvin A dam s, 
then  associate  d irec to r o f religious lib
erty  at the G eneral C onference  of Sev
en th-day  A dven tis ts, testified before  
com m ittees in both the H ouse and Sen
ate . A dam s did not d iscuss the m erits o r 
dem erits o f the bill itself, but ra ther 
urged protection  fo r those  w hose reli
gious beliefs p reven ted  them  from  jo in 
ing or supporting  unions.

This w as a new  idea to  m ost C on
gressm en. “ T hey  reac ted  w ith u tter 
sh o ck ,”  A dam s recalls . “ M ost m em bers 
of C ongress had never heard  o f people 
w ith such crazy  ideas. T hey  co u ld n ’t

Tom  D ybdahl is adm in istra tive  a ssistan t 
to C ongressm an N ed  P attison (D -N . Y .), 
and lives in W ashington, D .C .
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conceive of anyone being against joining 
a labor union fo r religious re a so n s .”  But 
w ith som e carefu l exp lana tions, m any 
began to  understand .

D uring the d eba te  on section  14 (b) of 
the T aft-H artley  A ct (com m only called 
“ right to  w o rk ” ), C ongressw om an Edith 
G reen  (D -O re.) urged the adop tion  of an 
am endm ent tha t w ould perm it those w ith 
religious ob jec tions to  unions to  pay an 
am oun t equ ivalen t to  the dues to  a char
itable o rganization . She argued  e lo
quently  tha t failu re  to  approve her p ro 
posal w ould give o b jec to rs  the “ cruel 
cho ice o f losing the ir jobs o r violating 
the teach ings of the ir church  and the 
d ic ta tes o f c o n sc ien ce .”

G reen  w as a prim e exam ple o f w hat 
good com m unication  can  accom plish . 
W hen the m atte r first cam e up , M rs.

G reen  refused  to  talk  w ith A dam s. A 
strong  labor suppo rter, she fe lt his e f
fo r ts  w ere anti-union. But G reen  had a 
repu ta tion  fo r being honest and  fa ir, so 
A dam s persisted , and finally got an in
terv iew  w ith an aide.

A dam s laid ou t the c h u rc h ’s case  to 
the aide, and w ent hom e. A bout tw o 
w eeks la ter, w ithout notify ing  A dam s, 
G reen in troduced  a conscience  clause 
bill. A nd w hen her labor friends th re a t
ened  to  w ithdraw  their support unless 
she w ithdrew  her bill, she stood  firm. 
H ow ever, w hen she then  tried  to  include 
it as an am endm ent to  the T aft-H artley  
A ct, the chairm an ruled it nongerm ane.

Things w ent b e tte r in the S enate . 
W ayne M orse (D -O re.), a m em ber of the 
L abor C om m ittee, sponsored  a  sim ilar 
exem ption clause. A pproved by a vote 
o f 16 to  0, it becam e part o f a  S enate  bill 
tha t later died o f a filibuster.

But the issue had been  ra ised , and the 
E xecutive C ouncil o f the A FL -C IO  w as

M ARCHING ORDERS— On September 27, 1977, 
Frank Thom pson’s (D-N.J.) Religious Freedom bill 
passed the Labor Committee of the House. Soon 
after. Adventist religious liberty leaders gathered in 
Washington to support its passage by Congress. 
Here W. Melvin Adams, director of the church’s 
Department of Public Affairs and Religious Liberty 
(PARL), discusses strategy with his “ troops.”  To 
his right is Gordon Engen, an associate director of 
PARL who coordinated visits with Congressmen.
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TOP
THE CATALYST— Frank Thom pson’s support of 

the bill was critical to its passage. Known as “ M r. 
Labor”  in the House, he briefed Adventist leaders 

before their visits to Congressmen. Here W. Melvin 
Adams and Robert Nixon, an associate director of 

PARL, get advice on the day’s objectives.

RIGHT
HOUSE HEADQUARTERS—Visits were 

coordinated from the office of Don H. Clausen 
(R-Calif.), a longtime supporter of an amendment 

that would accommodate conscience.

ABOVE
ENCOURAGEMENT— Sharing opinions on the bill 

are (from left) Robert Reynolds, director of 
government relations for the SDA General 

Conference; Glenn Patterson and A rthur Lickey, 
associate director and director of the Religious 
Liberty Department of the North Pacific Union 

Conference; and Attorney James Hopps, legal 
counsel of the same conference.

listening. Shortly  a fte rw ard , they  issued 
a s ta tem en t declaring it to  be the “ policy 
of the A FL -C IO  tha t unions should ac 
com m odate them selves to  genuine indi
vidual religious sc ru p le s .”  T hey  fu rther 
urged tha t their national and  in terna
tional affiliates adop t p rocedu res  fo r 
honoring religious conv ic tions against 
u n io n  m e m b e rs h ip , a n d  th a t  th e s e  
groups w ork to  ensu re  im plem entation  
of th is policy by all local unions.

D espite the A F L -C IO ’s sta tem en t, 
conscien tious church  m em bers con tin 
ued to  have trouble. Som etim es they  lost 
their jobs ; o ther tim es they  w ere fo rced  
to  tu rn  dow n jobs requiring  suppo rt o f a 
labor organization.

But the issue w as no t fo rgo tten . In 
1964 C ongress had passed  the Civil 
Rights A ct, w hich included guidelines 
on d iscrim ination  because  o f religion. In 
Ju ly , 1967, the Equal E m ploym ent O p
portun ity  C om m ission in te rp re ted  the 
ac t to  say tha t an  em ployer has an  obli
gation to  m ake reasonab le  accom m oda
tions to  the religious conv ic tions o f its 
em ployees, w here this can  be done 
w ithout undue hardship .

In 1970, the m atte r su rfaced  again 
during consideration  o f the Postal R e
form  Bill. As finally passed , th is legisla
tion included an am endm ent saying that 
Postal Service em ployees “ shall have 
the right, freely  and w ithout fear o f pen 
alty  or reprisal, to  fo rm , jo in , and  assist 
a  labor o rganization  o r to  re fra in  from  
any  such activ ity , and  each  em ployee 
shall be p ro tec ted  in the exerc ise  o f this 
r ig h t.”

The p receden t se t by this bill proved  
to  be im portan t. In 1974, a bill to  am end 
the N ational L abor R elations A ct and 
ex tend  its coverage to  em ployees of 
nonprofit hospitals cam e befo re  C on
gress. S eventh-day  A dven tis t em ployees 
at a chu rch-opera ted  hospital in H ins
dale , Illinois, becam e concerned  tha t 
such a change might jeopard ize  their 
jo b s , and  urged C ongressm an John  E r- 
lenborn  (R-Ill.) to  do som ething to  p ro 
tec t their em ploym ent and the ir con 
sciences.

The chu rch  becam e active  once  m ore. 
A dam s hit the halls o f C ongress , and  th is 
tim e he  had  tw o specific p roposals: tha t 
A dven tis t hosp itals as a  w hole be ex 
em pted from  the N ational L abo r R ela
tions A ct, and that a conscience  clause 
fo r all hospital w orkers be included in 
the bill.

The first proposal got now here. But 
E rlenborn  did offer an am endm ent to  the 
bill to  exem pt hospital w orkers from  
union m em bership  and serv ice fees  if 
they had religious conv ic tions, p rovided
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they  paid the equ ivalen t o f the union 
dues to  charity .

F rank  T hom pson  (D -N .J.), floor m an
ager o f the bill, opposed  the am endm ent. 
He could understand  religious ob jec tions 
to  joining un ions, he said , bu t because 
em ployees benefited from  the u n ion ’s 
ac tiv ities , they  ought to  pay dues at 
le a s t .  D e s p ite  h is  o p p o s i t io n ,  th e  
am endm ent passed  by voice vo te , and 
becam e law.

M e a n w h ile , th e  id e a  w as  g a in in g  
ground in various sta tes . In 1971, O regon 
passed  a law  pro tec ting  religious d is
sen te rs, and soon W ashington, M ontana, 
and A laska fo llow ed . A nd in 1974 the 
E qual E m ploym ent O pportun ity  C om 
m ission ruled th a t fa ilu re  to  accom m o
date  a S eventh-day  A d v en tis t’s conv ic
tions on union m em bership  w as religious 
bias.

B ut, as be fo re , such cases  w ere slow 
to filter th rough  the ranks. The national 
A F L -C IO , desp ite  its position , had fo l
low ed the policy tha t local unions w ere 
au tonom ous. If  th ey  refused  to  follow  
the recom m endations o f the E xecutive 
C ouncil, there  w as little tha t could be 
done. F u rther action  w as needed.

T he A dventist C hurch  con tinued  to 
w ork behind the scenes fo r a perm anent 
so lu tion . In 1975, these  efforts began to 
pay off. E rlenbo rn , w ho had cham pioned 
the cause of hospital w orkers the p re
vious year, in troduced  a bill “ to  am end 
the N ational L abor R elations A ct to 
provide th a t any  em ployee w ho is a 
m em ber o f a religion o r sec t historically  
holding conscien tious ob jec tion  to  jo in 
ing or financially supporting  a labor o r
ganization  shall no t be requ ired  to  do 
s o .”

D uring considera tion  of the Com m on 
S itus Picketing legislation in Ju ly , E rlen 
born  indicated  his in te rest in having his 
bill included as an am endm ent. T hom p
son , again floor m anager o f the bill, a r
gued th a t it w as no t germ ane.

H ow ever, during d iscussion  of the 
issue, an  in teresting  fac t cam e to  light: 
T hom pson  ind icated  th a t he w as not 
necessarily  opposed  to  this so rt o f legis
lation. In fa c t, he to ld  E rlenbo rn  tha t as 
c h a irm a n  o f  th e  S u b c o m m itte e  on  
L abor-M anagem ent R ela tions, he w ould 
w o rk  to  h a v e  a  c o n s c ie n c e  c la u s e  
am endm ent added  to  the  N ational L abor 
R elations A ct.

In  1976 T h o m p so n  fu lf ille d  th a t  
pledge. In Ju ly , hearings w ere held on 
the E rlenborn  bill. L ead ers  from  the

Seventh-day A dventist C hurch  testified 
in favor of the bill, a long w ith spokes
m en fo r the P lym outh B reth ren  and  the 
N ational Right to  W ork C om m ittee. 
R ep resen tatives Don C lausen (R -C alif.), 
R obert D uncan (D -O re.), F loyd H icks 
(D -W ash.), Shirley Pettis (R -C alif.), Don 
B onker (D -W ash.), and  E rlenborn  also 
spoke in support o f the legislation.

The hearing was a congenial affair, 
w ith all the w itnesses, including C hair
m an T hom pson , in favo r o f the bill. 
(L abor leaders w ere invited  to  appear, 
bu t declined to  testify  e ither in support 
o r in opposition  to  the bill.)

But because it w as fairly  late in the 
legislative year, nothing fu rth e r w as 
done during th a t C ongressional session. 
Y et the m ost im portant step  had been 
taken , and from  there  it w as prim arily  a 
m atter fo r the slow  legislative p rocess.

E arly  in 1977 T hom pson  in troduced  
his ow n bill, H R  3384, w hich w as identi
cal to  E rlen b o rn ’s bill, w ith tw o ex cep 
tions: It included the prov iso  tha t people 
w ho paid the equivalen t o f their union 
dues to  charity  w ould have to  show

proof of paym en t; and it w as in troduced 
by T hom pson . T he la tter w as perhaps 
the m ore im portan t, since it v irtually  en 
sured tha t p ro labor C ongressm en w ould 
support the bill.

O n S eptem ber 27, the full C om m ittee 
on E ducation  and L abo r called T hom p
so n ’s bill out o f the S ubcom m ittee. A p
proved  by a voice vo te  and labeled non- 
con troversia l, it w as scheduled  to  com e 
to  the floor under a suspension  of the 
ru les, w hich m eant it w ould bypass the 
R ules C om m ittee , but w ould require  a 
tw o-th irds m ajority  vote to  pass.

It w as a happy day fo r E rlenborn , 
even  though the- bill did not bear his 
nam e. On the floor of the H ouse, he 
called it “ a significant step  to  reaffirm 
th is n a tio n ’s belief in individual free 
d o m s ,”  saying tha t passage of the bill
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w ould m ean th a t “ people w hose reli
g ious beliefs p rohibit union m em bership  
need not choose  be tw een  the ir religion 
and their jo b s .”

The L abor C om m ittee’s action  was 
the b reak  tha t th e  A dven tis t C hurch  had 
been  w aiting fo r . C hurch  religious-lib- 
e rty  leaders from  around  the co u n try , as 
well as pasto rs and  laym en, ga thered  in 
W ashington to  lobby on behalf o f the 
bill. T hey arranged  to  see their R epre
sen ta tives and S en a to rs , to  give them  
inform ation  abou t the bill and its im por
tance to their co n stitu en ts , and to  urge 
them  to  support the m easure.

U nder the d irection  o f M elvin A dam s, 
now  d irec to r o f the S eventh-day  A d
v en tis ts ’ G eneral C on ference  D ep art
m ent o f Public A ffairs and Religious 
L iberty , and G ordon Engen, associate  
d irec to r, the group  organized v isits to 
every  C ongressional office. R ep resen ta 
tive C lausen  allow ed them  to use space 
in his office, and lent his support to  their 
efforts , arguing tha t “ religious liberty  
m eans nothing if it does not allow  the 
m inority  its oppo rtun ity  to  follow  its 
c o n sc ien ce .”

T he response  w as a lm ost to tally  fa 
vorab le , and  in m any cases w as the re 
sult o f prev ious efforts . A rthu r L ickey , 
A dven tis t re ligious-liberty  leader from  
the Pacific N orthw est, visited C ongress
m an L es A uCoin (D -O re.) and d iscov
ered  that w hen A uCoin w as a s ta te  leg
isla tor he had played a key role in the 
passage o f O regon’s conscience clause 
bill.

“ 1 was already  a strong  suppo rte r of 
this id e a ,”  A uCoin said , “ bu t w ith all 
the bills in C ongress Í w asn ’t aw are of 
this particu lar one. ft w as very  helpful to  
have my a tten tion  draw n to som ething 
tha t 1 fully su p p o r t.”

C ongressm an Paul Sim on (D -Ill.) had 
w orked w ith A dven tis ts  in fighting Sun
day laws in his hom e sta te , and w as also 
fam iliar w ith the c h u rc h ’s position  on 
labor unions. Y et he apprecia ted  the 
c h u rc h ’s efforts because  “ it let me know  
the s ta tu s  o f the bill, and gave me a 
chance to  ask  q u e s tio n s .”

T here w ere im portan t questions to  be 
answ ered . O ne m isunderstand ing  had 
been  th a t the S eventh-day  A dventists 
w ere supporting  the m easure so tha t they  
could collect the funds donated  in lieu of 
union dues. But from  the beginning, the

church  had agreed tha t its m em bers 
should no t be given a  “ free  r id e ”  be
cause  of their beliefs, and  had specified 
tha t the charitab le  con tribu tion  should 
go to  a nonrelig ious charity  m utually  a c 
cep tab le  to both  the o b jec to r and the 
union. It w as no t a schem e to  enrich  the 
church  financially.

O thers had exp ressed  fear th a t the 
universal conscience  clause w ould lead 
m any w ho really  did no t have a co n sc i
en tious ob jection  to  union m em bership  
to  try  to  take  advantage of the exem p
tion , thus underm ining the unions. B ut 
th is had no t been  th e  case.

W hen the C om m unications W orkers 
o f A m erica, follow ing the A F L -C IO ’s 
recom m endation , set up a program  fo r 
conscien tious o b jec to rs , they  circu lated  
m aterials explaining the m atter. O ut of 
th e i r  m e m b e rsh ip  o f  5 0 0 ,000  o n ly  
about fifteen requested  the exem ption.

M any m em bers o f C ongress, how 
ever, had no p rev ious know ledge of the 
problem . M atthew  R inaldo (R -N .J.) was 
unfam iliar w ith the c h u rc h ’s position on 
labor unions. “ I w asn ’t aw are o f the 
s itu a tio n ,”  he said , “ so the inform ation 
p rovided by the A dventist rep resen ta 
tives w as very  h e lp fu l.”  T hey  left his 
office w ith assu rance  of support.

S enato r John  M elcher (R -M ont.) was 
also unaw are of the difficulties faced  by 
conscien tious ob jec to rs to  unions. But 
a fte r L ick ey ’s visit, he w as so convinced 
tha t he prom ised  if the Senate L abor 
C om m ittee did not take  up the m atter, he 
w ould personally  in troduce a bill sim ilar 
to  T h o m p so n ’s.

Perhaps m ost im portan t o f all, the 
A dventist re ligious-liberty  rep resen ta 
tives w ere able to  show  clearly  tha t this 
w as a religious m atter, no t a labor p rob 
lem. A nd from  that po in t, their w ork w as 
m uch easier. A s C ongressm an D aniel 
A kaka (D -H aw aii) said: “ If you support 
religious freedom , how  can you oppose 
this bill? T h a t’s the issue. A nd religious 
freedom  is one of the foundations o f our 
co u n try .”

All these efforts w ere rew arded  w hen 
the H ouse , on N ovem ber 1, 1977, ap 
proved  T hom pson ’s bill by a 400-7 m ar
gin. But the tim e fo r celebration  is not 
yet. W hat will happen to  the bill in the 
Senate is unclear.

A ccording to  A dam s, there is strong 
support in the S enate  fo r a  conscience 
clause , and if such a m easure w ere p re
sen ted  separately , it alm ost certain ly  
w ould pass. B ut the S en a te ’s H um an 
R esources C om m ittee has included the 
conscience clause in the controversial 
L abor R eform  Bill, S .2467, sponsored  
by S enato r H arrison  A. W illiam s, Jr.

(D -N .J.). A dam s feels som e S enators 
m ay oppose the larger bill so strongly 
tha t they  will vo te  against it, thu s de
feating  the conscience clause they  in fac t 
support.

E v e n  if  th e  R e lig io u s  F re e d o m  
bill becom es law , it m ay be too  late to 
help M r. N o tte lson . B ecause w hile C on
gress and the cou rts  w ere considering  his 
conscience, he w as ou t o f a job . D espite 
all the helpful rulings, his local union 
w ould not accom m odate  him . N ow , al
m ost three years la ter, his case is before 
a federal d is tric t court. M eanw hile, 
N o tte lson  has found  an o th e r jo b , and is 
able to  support his fam ily. B ut it has 
been a long w ait fo r him.

It has also been a long w ait fo r M elvin 
A dam s. B ut one of his m ajo r goals is 
finally in sight. “ T he g rea tness o f A m er
ica has been  its com m itm ent to  p ro tec t 
the rights and beliefs o f all c itiz e n s ,”  he 
says. “ Y et m uch o f ou r h is to ry  is a 
reco rd  o f slow  progress in fulfilling the 
p rom ises con tained  in ou r C onstitu tion . 
To fully p ro tec t the rights o f those 
w hose religious beliefs do no t perm it 
union m em bership  o r suppo rt w ould be 
one step  fo rw a rd .”  □

THE WAIT—The last visit has been made. And
now Gordon Engen awaits the results . . .
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This heroic old man, worth two dollars at his death, came to represent Indio.

2

Gandhi
By M ary B rashares

ill him! Kill h im !”  cried  the 
sobbing, hysterica l crow d when 

they  realized  tha t a  little H indu fanatic , 
N athuram  G odse, had fired th ree bullets 
into the head o f the ir be loved , saintly 
M ohandas G andhi.

A sergeant o f the Royal Indian Air 
F orce  grabbed the assassin  by the w rist. 
But it w as too  late. T he sm all, frail man 
w ho had freed  an India o f 400 million 
p e o p le  fro m  E n g la n d , a n d  th e re b y  
changed the w orld , w as dead . T he date 
was January  30, 1948, a day  alw ays re 
m em bered in India.

Seventy-eight years earlie r M ohan
das K . G andhi w as born  in P o rbandar, 
“ the w hite c ity ,”  so called  because  of 
the so ft stone used in the buildings, 
w hich hardens to  th e  .beauty  of w hite 
m arble. H is fam ily w ere H indu m er
chan ts . H is 40-year-old fa th e r m arried 
a 13-year-old girl w ho w as to becom e 
G andh i's  m other.

M rs. G andhi w as a sm all, quiet 
w om an w ith a lovely  sm ile. G andhi in
herited  his religious natu re  and his c a 
pacity  fo r long hours o f w ork  from  her.

She w as the first to  rise in the m orning 
and the last to  go to  bed at night.

Living on one m eal a day during ce r
tain religious holidays, M rs. G andhi 
som etim es vow ed not to  ea t until she 
could see the sun.

O nce, during the rainy season , w hen 
the sun seldom  appeared , G andhi ran 
into the house w ith tears in his eyes.

H e shou ted , “ M other, the sun is o u t!"
G oing ou tside , M rs. G andhi found  

that the sun had already d isappeared .
"T h a t does no t m atter; G od does not 

w ant me to  ea t to d a y ,”  she said , going 
back into the house to  her never-ending 
housew ork.

T he G andhi fam ily w as devo ted  to  
the god K rishna, the enchanting  b lue
faced  H indu god, w ho w as alw ays ten 
der and hum ble. G andhi show ed the 
sam e hum ility in later years , even  w hen 
consulted  by prim e m inisters and kings.

At the age o f 13, G andhi m arried 
K astu rbai, a  girl chosen  by his paren ts 
fo r him , according to  H indu custom . A l
though she w as a  bright girl, K asturbai 
had never been  to  school. E ven  today  in

parts  o f India w om en are not ed uca ted , 
and child m arriages are arranged by p a r
en ts.

W eddings fo r H indus are  no simple 
m atter. F o r m onths befo re  the ce re 
m ony, the w om en sew  night and day  to  
m ake new  silk d resses ; th ey  consu lt 
astro logers to  know  the fu tu re ; the fam 
ilies buy one ano ther expensive jew els; 
huge m eals are  p lanned; m usicians p rac 
tice fo r w eeks. D uring the w eek of ce re 
m onies, the young groom  is trea ted  like 
a king.

F or six y ears , G andhi and  his b ride-to- 
be had been prom ised to  each  o th er by 
their fam ilies. A t the w edding, he and 
his bride sat a lone, stiff as s ta tu es  in 
their bridal finery, on a  huge, high p la t
form  and w atched  the dancing and  fea s t
ing while they  nibbled sw eet w heat 
cakes, called kansar.

Five years la te r, a t the age of 19, 
M ohandas insisted  to his w ife and

M ary B rashares is a free-lance writer 
in San  M arino, California.
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m other, “ I will go to  L ondon  to  law 
sch o o l.”  H e w as eager to  study  in L o n 
don , even  if it m eant leaving his young 
wife and baby. In  1888 it w as alm ost 
unheard  of fo r an Ind ian  to  go to  school 
in L ondon.

H is m other said , “ M ohandas, I hear 
that everyone in England ea ts m eat. 
W hat will you d o ? ”

“ M other, I p rom ise no t to  eat m eat or 
drink  beef tea. I know  it is against our 
re lig ion ,”  replied G andhi. And he kept 
his vow to  his m other all his life.

It w as a long, difficult voyage from  
India to  England in 1888. S ince G andhi 
at tha t tim e did no t speak  English or 
know  how to use a knife o r fo rk , he ate 
all his m eals in his cab in , eating  only 
cookies and  fru its  w hich he had brought 
w ith him .

G andhi w as u tterly  m iserable. English
m en on the boat w arned him tha t unless 
he a te  m eat he w ould not be strong 
enough to live through the cold English 
w inter.

W earing a light, w hite flannel su it, 
he arrived  on the boat tra in  at V ictoria 
sta tion  at fo u r o 'c lo ck  on a cold , foggy 
a fte rnoon  in O c tober, 1888. E veryone 
had been telling him he w ould no t su r
vive the cold ; so , he w as proudly  w ear
ing his sum m er c lo thes to  show  his tr i
um ph over the cold.

G andhi alm ost sta rved  his first th ree 
m onths in England.

H is landlady w ould ask  him , "H o w  
can you live on oatm eal porridge for 
b reak fast, and jam , b read , and  spinach  
fo r lunch and d in n e r?”

At night, he w ept and d ream ed of the 
coun try  he had left behind.

H is friends constan tly  asked , “ W hy 
w o n 't you eat m ea t? "

And he w ould answ er, “ I c a n 't  b reak  
my p ro m ise .”

O ne day he found  a vegetarian  re s tau 
ran t. H e had a good m eal and w as not 
hungry fo r the first tim e since arriving 
in E ngland. A fter tha t he alw ays ate 
vegetab les, rice , and raisins in this re s 
tau ran t.

A few  years la te r, w hen G andhi had 
his law degree , he w ent to  South  A frica 
w ith his fam ily. He developed  his beliefs 
ab o u t equal rights during his eighteen 
years there.

O n his first day in cou rt in South  A f
rica , the judge said , “ T ake off your 
black tu rban , M r. G an d h i.”  L ooking 
around , G andhi saw  tha t everyone else 
w as w earing a black tu rban . He fe lt he 
w as being singled ou t because  he w as a 
dark -sk inned  Indian.

H e replied , “ I will n o t ,”  and w alked

out o f the courtroom .
G andhi again cam e up against South 

A frican p rejud ice on his first im portan t 
case. H is client had bought him a first- 
class ticket on the tra in . On seeing 
G andhi, the co nduc to r said , “ G o to the 
van co m p artm en t.”  G andhi refused .

A policem an w as called. H e took one 
look at G andh i's  dark  skin and pulled 
him ou t o f his seat. A t the first stop , his 
luggage w as tossed  on to  the station 
p latfo rm . G andhi spen t the night sh iver
ing in a co rn er o f the w aiting room  and

"Love always gives. 
Love ever suffers, 
never resents, 
never revenges 
itself."
-Gandhi_______
thinking. H is m ission in life to help rid 
the w orld o f co lo r p re jud ice  began on 
that night.

G andhi stayed  in South  A frica until 
1914, p racticing law and helping the 
poor. O n his re tu rn  to  Ind ia , he said , “ I 
am going to  build a com m une in the 
m iddle o f now here, w here everyone may 
share all their belongings and live in 
peace and h a rm o n y .”  G andhi and his 
fo llow ers estab lished  a religious re trea t 
in A hm edabad.

O ne ho t sum m er day , on the ann iver
sary  of the founding of the com m une, 
G andhi spoke to  a crow d of hundreds of 
people. “ India m ust be independent of 
E n g lan d ,”  he said. “ The only w ay to 
do this is fo r us to  spin ou r ow n cloth 
and stop buying it from  E ng land .”  This 
w as a  revo lu tionary  idea in 1916.

A lthough it took years o f hard w ork 
and problem  solving, eventually  ev e ry 
one in the com m une w as taught to  spin.

A friend  found  an  ancient spinning 
w heel in a  lum ber room , dusted  it off, 
and gave it to  G andhi. G andhi set the 
w heel up in his study , took  it apart, and 
simplified it so that uneducated  peasan ts 
could use it. The peasan ts spun a uni
form  fo r the fo llow ers o f G andhi—a cap , 
sh irt, and dhoti o f rough hom espun 
clo th . (A dhoti is like a w hite sheet and 
is d raped  around  the body .)

W hile G andhi w as w orking to  free 
India, he realized that the poor people in 
India needed a  “ happen ing” to  d ram 

atize their plight. The answ er cam e to  
him in a d ream . The B ritish G overnm en t 
had im posed a law  forbidding Indians to  
p roduce their ow n salt, m aking India 
dependen t on England fo r th is necessity  
o f life.

G andhi spoke again and again to  hun
dreds o f fo llow ers. “ T housands o f In
dians will m arch to  the salt flats, w here 
salt from  the sea can  be picked up like 
sa n d .”

In tw o m onths, a p rocession  of tw o 
thousand Indians, led by G andhi, w as 
m arching to the salt flats.

G andhi stopped  and m ade speeches on 
the w ay. “ Be good to  the un touch 
a b le s ,”  he said. (The un touchab les w ere 
the low est m em bers o f H indu society , 
whom no one dared to  touch o r talk  to .)

“ G ive up a lco h o l,”  G andhi told his 
fo llow ers.

“ Break the salt m onopoly  o f the B rit
ish G o v ern m en t,”  he repeated .

G andhi m arched fifteen m iles a day 
in the broiling hot sun. “ F or me there is 
no turning b a c k .”

Suddenly , this heroic old m an m arch
ing along the dusty  roads cam e to  rep 
resen t India. A fter a m arch o f tw o hun
dred and fo rty  m iles in tw en ty -four 
days, G andhi reached  the salt fields by 
the sea. H e shouted , “ The salt fields!" 
and ran to  the ocean.

T hroughout the night, his fo llow ers 
p rayed. A t daw n, G andhi solem nly bent 
dow n and picked up a small lum p of n a t
ural salt. H e had broken  a B ritish law by 
doing so.

A lthough it w ould take m any years 
and m uch sacrifice to  free India from  
England, this w as a first s tep  tow ard  that 
goal.

G andhi w as a rrested  m any tim es d u r
ing his lifetim e fo r d isobeying unfair 
law s. O ne evening, on finding the police 
at his door, G andhi co llected  his only 
c lo thes, an ex tra  lo inclo th , tw o b lankets, 
and seven books, w alked to  the po lice
m an’s ca r, and several m inutes later 
quietly  en tered  his jail cell.

Looking around , he said , “ T his is a 
clean , airy  room . I need only an electric 
light to  read  at n ig h t.”

His w ants w ere alw ays sim ple.
D uring the la tte r part o f his life, he 

ate only nuts, b ananas, lem ons, and 
olive oil.

This sm all, fragile m an, w ho w as 
w orth  tw o dollars a t the tim e o f his 
death , will alw ays be rem em bered  fo r 
his gentle love fo r all m ankind and fo r 
his nonviolent res istance  to  in justice. 
Since he w as p repared  to  die fo r his be
liefs, a ty ran t could not res is t him . □
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Daptist Beginnings: 
A  Freedom Story 

NfeMust Not Forget

about the tim e John  Sm ythe 
^ ■ 1  and T hom as H elw ys w ere 
thinking of leaving England fo r A m ster
dam , there  w as born  in L ondon a child 
w ho w as destined  to proclaim  B aptist 
tru ths in the N ew  W orld and to  form  the 
first B aptist chu rch  in A m erica. He 
w ould be heralded  by m any as the father 
o f religious liberty . T he child w as ch ris
tened  R oger W illiam s.

W hile he w as still a boy , W illiams 
cam e to  the a tten tion  of Sir E dw ard 
C oke, one of the g rea test law yers in 
E ng land’s h is to ry . P robably  the tw o met 
because young R oger had learned how to 
use sh o rth an d , a new  invention that 
show ed prom ise o f being helpful to  the 
legal p ro fession . The g rea t ju rist assisted  
Roger in his schooling, including his 
studies in C am bridge U niversity .

T here is reason  to  believe tha t the 
tru th s u ttered  and  w ritten  earlier by 
T hom as H elw ys w ere transm itted  to 
Roger W illiam s by Sir E dw ard C oke. 
W illiam s, o f co u rse , w as a child w hen 
H elw ys add ressed  his flyleaf com posi
tion to  the king. But Sir E dw ard  C oke 
w as a con tem porary  o f H elw ys and one 
of m any w ho agreed w ith his beliefs in 
opposing the so-called divine right o f 
kings. A t the tim e o f his associa tion  w ith 
young W illiam s, Sir E dw ard  w as defying 
King Jam es on these  very  points, and the 
only reason  he w as not im prisoned w as 
because  o f the pow er he held in his ow n 
right.

It is believed by som e histo rians tha t 
the great law yer told  R oger W illiams of 
H elw ys, his p ronouncem en ts , and his 
dem onstra tions o f courage. At any  ra te . 
C oke did p lant in the heart and  mind of 
young W illiams the seeds of tru th  tha t 
exposed  the m yth o f the divine right o f 
kings and estab lished  the w orth  and  dig
nity  o f every  man.

R oger W illiam s w as a brilliant studen t. 
H e chose the m inistry  as his p ro fession , 
and a fte r receiv ing his degree in 1627 
w as ordained  a m in ister in the C hurch  of 
England. But there  is no record  that he

ever functioned  as such in tha t church . 
F inding bo th  its dogm a and form  too 
confining, he searched  e lsew here fo r re
ligious sa tisfac tion . As did John  Sm ythe 
years befo re , W illiams first adop ted  Pu
ritan princip les, and then , because  he 
opposed the union o f church  and sta te , 
took  the nex t step  and becam e a Sepa
ratist.

But the freedom  o f w orship  he sought 
was not ob tainab le  in England. So before 
he w as 30 years o f age he and  his young 
w ife, M ary, boarded  the ship L yo n  and 
sailed fo r B oston.

A Paradox. M assachusetts  w as one of 
the tw o im portan t colonies estab lished  in 
A m erica by the tim e R oger W illiams ar
rived. The o th er had s ta rted  in 1607 at 
Jam estow n , V irginia. The people o f the 
V irginia colony brought the C hurch  of 
England w ith them , and it con tinued  as 
the state  chu rch  of the colony.

But the M assachusetts sto ry  w as d if
f e r e n t .  T h e  P ilg rim s  w e re  th e  firs t 
se ttle rs, landing at Plym outh in 1620. 
Separa tists , m any had com e to M assa
chuse tts  because  they had not been per
m itted free  w orship  in England. They 
w ere follow ed in a few  years by o ther 
co lon ists, m ost o f them  Puritans.

The Puritans, unlike the S epara tists , 
did not w ant to  leave the C hurch  of 
E n g la n d ;  t h e y  m e r e ly  w a n te d  to  
“ p u rify”  it o f its form al rites , particu 
larly those suggestive o f the C hurch of 
Rom e. But even tha t am ount o f change 
w as haughtily re jec ted  by the crow n and 
church  leaders.

So  th e r e  w as  an  o b v io u s  d if fe r
ence betw een  the S eparatists and the 
Puritans. But through free  d iscussion , 
m uch debate , and ferven t p rayers, they 
settled  their d ifferences and fo rm ed  the 
C ongregational C hurch.

There follow ed one of the strang
est paradoxes in church  h isto ry : The 
v e ry  p e o p le  w h o  h ad  fled th e  s ta te  
church  in E ngland founded  the sam e 
kind o f church  in M assachusetts. The

By C ecil C offey

C ongregational C hurch  w as a s ta te -e s
tablished chu rch , governed by a union of 
s ta te  and church  au tho rity , and sup
ported  by enfo rced  taxation . The lead
ersh ip  in the colony of M assachusetts  
had gained fo r the people com plete  free 
dom  of w orsh ip  and conscience , and 
then , in this one ac t o f estab lish ing  an 
o ther chu rch , not only refused  to  grant 
such freedom  to  them selves bu t even 
denied it to  all o thers.

An Invitation. T his w as the religious 
a tm osphere into w hich R oger W illiams 
stepped  in his quest fo r a place w here he 
could w orship  free ly . Right aw ay the 
brilliant young clergym an got into the 
hair o f the au thorities. It all started  with 
an invitation.

In those days, as it alw ays is at the 
ou tposts  o f civ ilization , new com ers 
w ere m ade to  feel w elcom e. R oger W il
liams w as accep ted  alm ost im m ediately 
on the basis o f his personal charm . In 
addition , he w as an ordained  m inister, 
w as well educa ted , and appeared  to  be 
the ideal Puritan.

On the basis o f these  visible fac to rs , 
the e lders o f the church  offered young 
W illiams the position o f second  m inister. 
It w as the p rac tice  in the larger churches 
to  em ploy tw o m in isters, one prim arily 
fo r p reaching and  the o th e r fo r teaching. 
R oger W illiam s w as offered the teaching 
post.

T o  th e  g re a t  a s to n is h m e n t  o f  th e  
church  fa th e rs , W illiams refused  the 
post. And he p roceeded  to  tell them  
why. He opposed  the religious m onopoly 
they  had estab lished , the assessm en t of 
taxes to  support one form  o f religion as 
the s ta te  church , and the use o f civil 
au thority  to  m ake the church  m onopoly 
stick.

Cecil Coffey, editor o f  the N orth  Pacific 
U nion G L E A N E R , N orth  Pacific Union 
Conference o f  Seventh-day A dven tists , 
Portland, Ore&„... fo r  seven years, lives 
in W alla W alla, W ashington.

LIBER TY  JU L Y /A U G U ST , 1978 23



"[Williams] was speaking 
of such outrageous 

concepts os religious liberty, 
o free people, a free church."

To the church  e ld e rs ’ a ttem p t to  im 
press by pointing ou t that this w as the 
F irst C hurch  o f B oston, the first church 
of A m erica, to  w hich the first fam ilies o f 
A m erica belonged, W illiam s told them  
tha t first princip les cam e before  any 
o th e r firsts. T he e lders, infuriated  by the 
rebuff, stom ped aw ay . T his m an w as no 
m ere Puritan . N or w as he a typical S ep
ara tist. H e w as, in their quickly  ad justed  
op in ion , a heretic  o f the w orst sort.

Soon the w hole co lony  knew  o f the 
encoun te r. W hen som e o f the citizens 
w anted to  hear m ore of R oger W illiam s’ 
v iew s, he w as p leased to  oblige.

“ F o r all your talk  o f being S epara 
t is ts ,”  he said, “ you yourselves have 
founded  an unsepara ted  c h u rc h .”  He 
pointed  ou t tha t it w as in union w ith the 
civil governm ent o f the colony. The only 
d ifference in the kind o f church  contro l 
from  tha t o f the C hurch  o f England, he 
said , w as tha t their elders ra th er than  the 
A nglican bishops w ere in contro l.

W illiams fu rth e r charged  tha t the co l
ony lands still belonged to  the Indians, 
because  the crow n had never really 
ow ned them  and thereby  had nothing to 
give. H e urged the co lon ists to  send the 
ch a rte r back  to  England and then m eet 
w ith the Indians to  pay them  fo r the 
lands tha t had been taken  in the nam e of 
the crow n.

W arm ing to his sub jec t, W illiams ad 
vocated  freedom  of conscience and 
freedom  o f w orship  fo r every  m an. He 
sneered  at the ir Sunday  law s, declaring 
tha t the m agistra tes had no m ore right to  
tell a  m an to  go to  church  than  they  did 
to  tell him  to  stay  aw ay.

Outrageous Concepts. T hat kind of 
p reach ing  the colony leaders could not 
to le ra te . A nd the people in general w ere 
g reatly  d istu rbed  because  this new com er 
w as touching their p roperty  and pocket- 
books, as well as their determ ination  to 
keep  church  and state  together. It is no 
w onder th a t he w as shunned  by the peo
ple and ham pered by the au thorities.

F ro m  B o s to n , W illiam s  m o v ed  to  
Salem , w here he w as perm itted  to  teach 
a t a  m ore liberal chu rch , bu t not fo r long. 
T he elders soon found  that they  had 
m ade an erro r. T he young teacher w as 
speaking of such ou trageous concep ts as 
religious liberty , a  free  people, a  free 
church . He had to  leave Salem .

N ext he w ent to  P lym outh , the Pilgrim 
cen te r. Surely he could express his 
view s there , fo r had not these sam e Pil
grim s separated  from  the C hurch  of 
E ngland so that they might w orship in 
their ow n w ay, in freedom ?

W illiams rem ained a t P lym outh fo r 
tw o years . H ere he spen t a great deal of 
tim e w ith the Indians, studying their 
w ays and learning their tongue so well 
tha t he la ter w rote a book entitled  A  K ey  
In to  the L anguage o f  A m erica . H is sin
cerity  o f purpose is suggested by som e
thing he w rote about his experiences 
w ith the Indians: “ My so u l’s desire is to  
do the natives good. G od was good to 
give me a painful, patien t spirit, to lodge 
w ith them  in their filthy, sm okey holes 
and to  gain the ir to n g u e .”

Though R oger W illiams spent m ost of 
his tim e w ith the Ind ians, the w atchful 
church  leaders at P lym outh saw a danger 
in having him around . So once again he 
w as turned  ou t. He re tu rned  to  Salem , 
but im m ediately the court there ordered 
that he be d ism issed from  the church and 
tha t he not publicly exp ress  his religious 
view s.

Banishment. T he governor o f the co l
ony  gave W illiams a chance to adm it the 
e rro rs  in his teachings. But W illiams re
fused  and again asserted  his belief in 
freedom  of conscience. The g o v ern o r’s 
o rder then  called fo r his banishm ent 
from  the colony: “ Mr. W illiams shall 
depart ou t o f this ju risd iction  w ithin six 
w eeks next ensuing . . . not to  re tu rn  any 
m ore w ithout license from  the c o u r t .”

This o rder cam e in the middle o f a 
severe w inter, w hich com pounded the 
problem s in the W illiams household.

M ary W illiams w as pregnant and  Roger 
him self w as not well. The governor re 
lented and prom ised tha t W illiam s could 
stay  in Salem  until a fte r  the b irth  of the 
baby , but tha t he w as to  keep aw ay from  
public p laces and not speak w ith any 
o ther person on m atters pertain ing to  the 
church  o r the colony.

But R oger W illiams w ould no t, could 
no t, keep quiet. H e w ent on preaching 
against the in justices he saw , against the 
bigotry and in to lerance o f the e s tab 
lished system . H e even nam ed the baby, 
a girl, F reeborne.

O bviously all the people w ere not 
against him . fo r som e listened . Som e 
cam e to his hom e, seeking his counsel. 
Som e cam e to  draw  him o u t, and  then to 
report to the au thorities th a t he still was 
advocating  religious liberty .

The next effort to  m uzzle him cam e in 
the form  o f a  secre t o rder fo r his arrest. 
T he au thorities had decided to  send him 
back  to  England in chains. B ut W illiams 
heard o f the o rder and slipped aw ay into 
the fo rest ju s t as the arresting  officers 
w ere approach ing  his house. H e lived 
with the Indians that w inter, and in the 
spring he w as jo ined by his w ife and tw o 
children  and fou r o ther m en w ho be
lieved as he did. T his small group  of 
eight persons then  m ade their w ay into 
the land o f the N arragansetts . T he year 
was 1636.

O ne day  as they  w ere traveling  they 
cam e to  a spring o f cool, fresh  w ater. 
A fter drinking in full en joym en t o f this 
bounty  of na tu re , W illiams called  the 
place P rovidence. H e conducted  a b rief 
religious service and thanked  G od for 
H is providential leadings. T he group  d e 
cided to  settle  there .

They paid the Indians fo r the land 
surrounding the spring, and W illiams 
declared  tha t this new  colony w ould be 
ded ica ted  to  com plete  liberty  o f co n 
science. In a  few  w eeks a  dozen  o ther 
fam ilies jo ined  the small group, and thus 
was begun the first se ttlem ent in w hat 
later w ould be called R hode Island.
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Boston wos in on uproor 
over religious defiance by 

Anne Hutchinson, denounced 
os o "servant of Satan."

The Restless Quest. R oger W illiams 
w as not like m any relig ionists w ho, w hen 
they  find an  abso lu te  tru th , p refer to  
se ttle  on tha t and search  no fu rther. The 
principle o f soul liberty  prom pted  him to  
search  fo r m ore “ lo s t”  tru ths in the 
W ord of G od. T his fu r th e r searching led 
him to  the conclusion  tha t in fan t baptism  
w as not taught in the N ew  T estam ent. 
H e shared  th is view  w ith the little co l
o ny , and together they  considered  the 
m atter. All had been ch ristened  as in
fan ts , bu t now they  believed tha t no t one 
had been tru ly  bap tized . B aptism , they 
concluded , w as an  ac t show ing evi
dence  o f a p e rso n ’s fa ith  in C hrist. F or 
th a t reason  it m ust com e after  a person 
believes, after  he p ro fesses faith . H ow , 
they  asked , could an infant be know l
edgeable enough to  p ro fess  fa ith?

T his doctrine on bap tism  w as called 
be liever’s bap tism , and now here in the 
N ew  W orld w as there  a church  p rac tic 
ing it. So they  had now here to  tu rn  fo r 
p roper baptism . R oger W illiams w as the 
only ordained m inister in the group, but 
a laym an, E zekiel H ollim an, had been 
prom inent in the Salem  church . It was 
agreed tha t he w ould bap tize W illiam s, 
and W illiam s w ould bap tize H ollim an 
and  the o thers. T here , in a pond w atered  
by the spring called  P rovidence, on a 
mild day  in M arch, 1639, the first B aptist 
chu rch  in A m erica w as form ed.

A New Leader. T he sto ry  of B aptist 
beginnings canno t reach  a term inal point 
w ithout a  look a t D r. John  C larke , a 
young L ondon physician  w ho cam e to 
B oston in N ovem ber o f 1637 seeking the 
sam e thing R oger W illiam s had sought a 
few  years earlie r; a p lace w here he could 
en joy  freedom  of w orship .

Of cou rse , he co u ld n ’t have com e to a 
w orse place fo r such a  noble ob jec tive , 
nor at a less opportune  tim e. B oston w as 
in an uproar o ver religious defiance by a 
M rs. A nne H utch in son , w ho had dared  
to  question  publicly th e  confo rm ist ser
m ons p reached  by B oston  m inisters. F i

nally she w as denounced  from  the  high 
pulpit as a “ servan t o f S a ta n ,”  and she 
and som e of her fo llow ers w ere excom 
m unicated from  the church  and banished 
from  the colony.

Dr. C la rke’s conste rna tion  a t d iscov
ering such goings-on in the N ew  W orld 
w as so great tha t his sym path ies im m e
diately w ent ou t to  the w om an and  her 
fo llow ers. He d id n ’t agree w ith her be
liefs, but he fe lt she had every  right to  
hold them . B ecause of th is, he and a few  
o thers also  left the colony.

C larke w as a natural leader, and under 
his d irection  the little group  w andered 
here and there , spending a harsh  w inter 
in N ew  H am pshire before decid ing to 
head fo r P rovidence, w here, they  had 
heard , there  w as religious freedom .

In P rovidence they  w ere w arm ly re
ceived by Roger W illiams. H e helped 
them  to buy land from  the Indians and to 
start their ow n se ttlem ent som e d is tance  
to  the south . The group under C larke 
drew  up a covenan t am ong them selves 
that m ade freedom  a requirem ent of 
their governm ent. T hey pledged tha t all 
ru lers w ould rule only a t the will o f the 
people. T he settlem en t they  founded  
was nam ed N ew port.

Dr. John  C larke, physician , w as ap 
pointed to the pulpit o f the new  church  in 
N ew port. It isn ’t clear w hether he w as 
a lready a B aptist o r w hether he w as in
fluenced by Roger W illiams and the peo 
ple o f P rovidence. It is though t, how 
ever, that through the efforts o f the 
p e o p le  in P ro v id e n c e , h e  g ra d u a lly  
adopted  the B aptist view concern ing  im 
m ersion. In any case , his N ew port con 
gregation becam e the second B aptist 
church in A m erica.

T h e  fo u n d in g  o f  th e  f irs t B a p tis t  
church w as, w ithout question , under the 
leadership  of R oger W illiams. But Roger 
W illiams did not long rem ain an active 
B aptist; he p referred  to  be even  m ore 
independent. He continued  to  be a reli
gious m an, close to  Dr. C larke and o ther 
B aptists, but he did not d irectly  partic i

pate  in fu r th e r B aptist grow th.
M any believe tha t John  C larke had a 

m uch m ore enduring influence on B aptist 
g row th than  did R oger W illiam s. O u t
standing am ong his accom plishm ents 
was the securing , in 1663, o f a  ch a rte r 
f o r  R h o d e  I s la n d . T h e  c h a r te r  w as 
signed by K ing C harles II, w ho, oddly 
enough , w as one of the m ost despo tic  
p ersecu to rs o f d issen te rs . H istory  does 
not reveal how  C larke m anaged to  get 
the ch a rte r he brought back to Rhode 
Island, fo r it is one o f the m ost rem ark 
able docum ents ev er given by any  sov
ereign. It declares in part:

“ T hat no person  w ithin the said col
ony , at any  tim e hereafte r, shall be 
anyw ise m olested , pun ished , d isqu ieted , 
o r called  in question  fo r any d ifference in 
opinion in m atters o f religion w hich do 
not actually  d is tu rb  the civil peace of 
said c o lo n y ; bu t tha t all and every  person 
and persons m ay from  tim e to  tim e, and 
at all tim es h e rea fte r, free ly  and  fully 
have and en joy  his and their ow n judg
m ents and consciences in m atters o f re
ligious co m m itm en ts .”

T hat ch arte r— likely w ritten  by C larke 
w ith the consen t o f the king— w as the 
first solid beginning tow ard  a dem o
cratic  A m erica. It fo rm ed  the basis fo r 
the subsequen t F irst A m endm ent o f the 
U nited S ta tes C onstitu tion . A nd it be
cam e the first o f m any “ freed o m ”  d o c 
um ents in A m erica w hose con ten ts  w ere 
d irectly  influenced by B aptists.

A nd so the B aptists had the ir begin
nings in the N ew  W orld. T here  w ere 
o th er beginnings— too m any to  detail 
here— in the m ountains and g rea t river 
valleys to  the w est, across the plains, 
o v e r  m o re  m o u n ta in s ,  d o w n  to  th e  
shores o f an o th e r m ighty ocean— and 
beyond. But the people called B aptists 
c learly  m ade the ir m ark fo r posterity . 
T heir p roclam ation of soul freedom , 
e n u n c ia te d  w h en  th e y  w e re  a m e re  
handful, resounds in the halls o f g o vern 
m ents and  assem blies to  this day . □  

(Conclusion o f a two-part article.)
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A Different Kind of Money

T
By C harles H . A shcraft

wo Worlds. C hristians are citizens 
|  o f tw o w orlds and are  required  by 

th e i r  f a i th  to  b e h a v e  a c c o rd in g ly  
(R om ans 13:1-7; L uke 20:25). W hile citi
zens o f heaven  (Philippians 3:20), they  
m aintain residence  upon this earth . G od, 
w hose kingdom  is no t o f this w orld (John 
18:36), m aintains business offices here.

Two Obligations. C itizenship  in tw o 
w orlds involves loyalty  to  the sta te  and 
to  G od (L uke 20:25), but preferen tia l 
obed ience  to  G od ra th er than  m en w hen 
a  conflictual im passe occurs (A cts 5:29). 
Je su s  said , “ R ender there fo re  unto  C ae
sa r the things w hich be C aesa r’s, and 
un to  G od the things w hich be G o d ’s .”  

Two Bank Accounts. T here is an obli
gation to  bo th  w orlds, bu t the m oney is 
to be kep t separa te . T here are tw o treas
u ries, one fo r tax  m oney to  the sta te , 
th e  o th er fo r G o d ’s m oney in to  the 
sto reh o u se  of the  chu rch . T he funds are 
to  be used fo r th e  sta ted  purposes and 
m ay not be in term ingled  (L uke 20:25). 
T here  are tw o w orlds, tw o obligations, 
and tw o bank accoun ts.

The Roles Are Different. C hurch  and 
sta te  are  d is tinc tly  d ifferent. T he sta te  is 
not the chu rch . The church  is not the 
s ta te . Problem s will be less acu te  w hen 
the role and purpose of each are  sub
stan tively  and definitively sta ted . The 
church  m ust de term ine its role from  the 
H oly  Scrip tu res and o pera te  w ithin that 
definition. It w ould be helpful if the role 
o f the sta te  w as clearly  defined.

The Money Is Different. T ax m oney 
com es from  people o f all religions and 
n o n re l ig io n s , B la c k  M u s lim s , h o 
m osexuals, and  purists . It is from  the 
pockets o f Jew s, C atho lics, and B ap
tis ts , as well as the cu lts and sec ts. W hen 
sta te  funds are allocated  to  religious in
stitu tions, these  people are  being fo rced  
to  pay the expenses o f ou r C hristian  
institu tions and  we in tu rn  are  being 
fo rced  to  suppo rt their religiously or 
nonreligiously orien ted  pro jec ts. The 
purity  o f an en te rp rise  will be ultim ately 
determ ined  by the purity , righ tness, and 
integrity  o f its sources o f support. G ood 
causes will no t fo rev e r be good causes if 
funds to  o pera te  them  m ust be stolen 
from  people w ho do no t support them  
m orally . M onies taken  fo r sta te  p ro jec ts 
should no t be d iverted  to  church  causes , 
as the purity  o f the en te rp rise  m ay not be 
d isassocia ted  from  the quality  o r purity  
o f the source  o f suppo rt. G od ’s m oney

rep resen ts  an  a ttem p t on the part of 
C hristians to  “ acknow ledge the L o rd 
ship o f Jesus C h ris t”  and is o ffered  vol
untarily  as an  expression  o f religious 
faith . It is th e re fo re  a d ifferen t kind of 
m oney. It is b lessed  a t the a lta r and 
carries the prom ise tha t it shall be p ro 
gressively  increased  m anyfold  by th e  re
dem ptive touch  o f G od. A  dollar g iven in 
the con tex t o f w orsh ip  ded ica ted  to  reli
g ious, educational, and benevo len t p u r
poses rep resen ts  m ore value than  a tax  
dollar, and is vastly  d ifferent as to nature 
and purpose.

M oney o f th is cha rac te r should  no t be 
d iverted  fo r pu rposes less pure  th an  its 
sta ted  purpose , nor should tax  m onies be 
d iverted  from  the functions o f govern 
m ent to  anyth ing  inconsisten t w ith the 
exactness o f their sta ted  purposes.

The State Has Its Test. T he cou rts  ask 
th ree questions on legislation th a t in
volve s ta te  fu n d s w ith religious institu 
tions. 1. Do the funds have a  secular 
pu rpose?  2. Is their prim ary  effect nei
th er to  advance  or inhibit religion? 3. 
Will it c rea te  undue en tanglem ent?

The s ta te  is requ ired  by law  to  sa fe 
guard  secu lar funds fo r secu lar pu r
poses. This principle is right. T he church  
should not p lace the w hole responsib ility  
of judgm ent upon the s ta te . A n effort is 
m ade by the courts  to  p reven t involve
m ent tha t m ay reach  the po in t o f  en tan 
g lem ent, and the effort o f th e  church  
should be no less.

The Church Should Have Its Test. Any 
involvem ent w ith federa l funds should 
provide answ ers to  these  questions: 1. 
A re the funds provided d irec tly  to  stu 
den ts in consideration  of serv ices per
form ed fo r the sta te?  2. A re the funds in 
rem uneration  fo r con trac tua l serv ices 
pu rchased  by the s ta te  and  fo r the sta te?
3. Should any  arrangem ent, ag reem en t, 
o r program  be accep tab le  tha t w ould 
limit the contro l o f the in stitu tion  to  per
form  its sta ted  purpose?

Should the in stitu tion—
a. Be susta ined  in its legitim ate pow er 

of m aking C hris tian-m otivated  de
cisions in all asp ec ts  o f cam pus 
life?

b. H ave freedom  w ithout apology to 
m in is te r  to  all m e n ’s re lig io u s  
needs?

c. H ave freedom  to  teach  all things 
Jesus com m anded  and  to  m ake a 
stronger, m ore c rea tiv e , m ore ded
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Why Baptists believe state aid to their 
institutions is a no-no.

ica ted , m ore effective effort to  re
late th e  resu lts  o f free  inquiry to  the 
C hristian  fa ith  and to  help the stu 
dent re la te  th is to  his ow n m aturing 
fa ith?

d. H ave freedom  to  trea t the studen ts 
as “ c rea ted  by G od in H is ow n 
im age, capab le o f hearing H is voice 
and  responding  to  it, o b jec t o f the 
love revealed  at B eth lehem  and 
C alvary , able to  be m ade like Jesus 
C h ris t”  (P eter C ousins)?

e. H ave freedom  in w hich the institu 
tion can be a  “ lab o ra to ry ,”  w here 
the studen t can  experience  both  the 
w o n d e r s  o f  th e  w o r ld  a n d  a 
“ ch ap e l”  in w hich to  en coun te r the 
w o r ld ’s A u th o r  a n d  R e d e e m e r  
(G eorge Fry)?

4. Should  any  alliance be fo rm ed  w ith 
the s ta te  tha t w ould p rev en t the in stitu 
tion from  tru th fu lly  p resen ting  itself to  
its sponsoring  agency and the general 
public as an institu tion  w here the a t
m osphere of sp irituality  p revails and 
perm eates the academ ic p rocess o f the 
school?  5. Should any  financial co n 
sideration  be considered  acceptab le  tha t 
w ould allow  the school to  sell itself to its 
s p o n s o r in g  a g e n c y  as  r e l ig io u s ly  
orien ted  to  secure religious con tribu tions 
and a t the sam e tim e p resen t itself to  the 
general public tha t it is no t really  reli
g ious enough to  m atter anyw ay and 
hence should qualify  fo r secu lar m oney? 
A nsw ers to  questions o f this nature  
should clarify  the issue quickly  and con 
clusively.

Sharing Costs Means Sharing Control.
A ny secu lar m oney prov ided  fo r any 
pu rpose , secular o r o therw ise , to  any 
religious institu tion  will surely  tighten  
th e  con tro ls o f the sta te  upon all reli
g ious institu tions. T itle  IX  considera
tions are  an exam ple o f this. Institu tions 
w ishing independence  and  full con tro l 
will avoid  any coalition , alliance, o r a r
rangem ents tha t w ould th rea ten  it. B ap
tists  e ither ow n o r op e ra te  the ir schools, 
o r they  do no t ow n o r o pera te  their 
schools. W hen this p rincip le is follow ed 
in B aptist life, we will avoid  endless 
en tanglem ent w ith the H E W  people , and  
G od can talk  free ly  anyw here  on H is 
cam pus again. G od can  en te r the science 
building, as well as the chapel, w ithout 
special perm ission.

God and Caesar Are Not Natural Ene
mies. G od and C aesar should no t be

considered  “ natu ral en em ies ,”  bu t they  
h a v e  n e v e r  d o n e  w ell a s  b u s in e s s  
partners  w ith a jo in t bank  accoun t. Ju s 
tice H ugh B lack’s s ta tem en t, in the 
E verson  case , tha t the F irst A m endm ent 
does no t require  the s ta te  to  be the ad 
v ersary  of religious believers and non
believers, also  s ta tes  in a  p rev ious sen 
tence  tha t it requ ires the sta te  to  be 
n e u tr a l .  T h is  w o u ld  m e a n  th e  s ta te  
w ould neither be an  adversary  nor a 
p roponen t o f religious beliefs and ac tiv i
ties. It is inconsisten t w ith any  fo rm  of 
logic o r reason  tha t granting  federal a s
sistance to  religious pu rposes rep resen ts  
a neutral position , even  if endo rsed  by  a 
Suprem e C ourt judge.

T he exact w ords o f Ju s tice  B lack ’s 
opin ion are: “ T he F irst A m endm ent re 
quires the s ta te  to  be neu tral in its re la
tions w ith groups o f believers and  non
believers. It does no t require  the sta te  to  
be their adversary . S tate  pow er is no 
m ore to  be used so as to  handicap  reli
gions than  it is to  fav o r th e m .”  N eutra l 
seem s to  still m ean “ n eu tra l,”  and th a t is 
n either to  be an  adversary  nor a p ropo 
nent. G od and C aesar need  not be n a tu 
ral enem ies, nor do th ey  need to  look 
upon each o th er as adversaries , bu t they  
soon shall be w ithout honorable u n d er
standings on the bounds and  lim its o f 
each.

A Free Church in a Free World. T his 
rep resen ts  the h ighest hopes of G od, the 
brightest d ream s o f m an, the ideal o f the 
sons of G od, and  the quest o f all cen 
tu ries. T he chu rch  to  rem ain  free  m ust 
pay its w ay and earn  its keep . A h itch
hiking church  will not arrive  on schedule 
nor provide w orthw hile conversa tion  fo r 
the driver o f the com pany  truck . A 
“ piggyback”  chu rch  does not m ake fo r 
an exciting trium phal en try . A free loader 
does not en joy  board  sta tus and is rarely  
called on fo r an  opinion on policy.

History’s Axiom. T he abridgm ent o f 
the freedom  of any one person th rea tens 
to  som e degree the freedom  of every  
o ther person  on this ea rth . L et the o p 
p resso r surely know  th a t the cu rse  he 
has p erpetra ted  upon o thers will surely 
descend  upon him . This is the cu rse  o f 
all cu rses, and let it be. □

Charles H . A sh cra ft is executive secre
tary o f  the A rka n sa s B a p tis t S ta te  C on
vention, L ittle  R ock , A rkansas. R e 
printed with perm ission.
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INfERNMIONAL

T en n essee  B an on P ublic Office  
for  C lergy  R uled  Invalid

W A S H IN G T O N , D .C .— T he Suprem e 
C ourt o f the U nited  S ta tes has ruled 
unanim ously  tha t a  s ta te  canno t bar 
m em bers o f the clergy from  running fo r 
public office.

T he ruling s truck  dow n T en n essee ’s 
182-year-old prov ision  that p rohibits 
c lergym en from  serving in the s ta te  leg
is la tu re  because  they  are  “ by the ir p ro 
fession  ded ica ted  to  G od and the care  of 
souls and ought not to  be d iverted  from  
the great du ties o f their fu n c tio n s .”

The case  involved Paul A. M cD aniel, 
a B aptist p asto r from  C hattanooga, w ho 
ran as a  delegate  to  the 1977 T ennessee  
C onstitu tional C onven tion . H is eligibil
ity w as challenged on the basis o f the old 
law . Q ualifications fo r eligibility as a 
constitu tional conven tion  delegate w ere 
the sam e as those  fo r a legislator.

All o f the Suprem e C ourt ju stices 
agreed th a t the T ennessee  prov ision— 
the last o f its kind in the nation— violated 
the U nited S ta tes C onstitu tion . But they  
produced  fo u r separa te  opinions about 
w hat tha t violation w as. Ju stice  H arry  A. 
B lackm un w as ill w hen the case  w as 
argued and  did no t partic ipate .

C hief Ju s tice  W arren  E . B urger found  
an in fringem ent in the T ennessee  prov i
sion of the “ free  ex e rc ise”  o f religion 
guaran teed  by the F irst A m endm ent. H e 
w as jo ined  by Ju stices Lew is F . Pow ell, 
J r .,  W illiam H . R ehnqu ist, and John  Paul 
S tevens.

Justice  W illiam J. B rennan , J r .,  jo ined 
by Justice  T hurgood M arshall, said the 
provision v io lated  the F irst A m end
m en t’s ban o f law s “ respecting  an e s
tab lishm ent o f re lig ion”  because  it d e 
prives clergym en o f “ the full m easure o f 
p ro tec tion  afforded speech , associa tion , 
and political ac tiv ity  gen era lly .”

Justice  P o tter S tew art, agreeing w ith 
B rennan , said the T ennessee  provision  
w as invalid under a 1961 Suprem e C ourt 
decision  tha t said M aryland had denied 
freedom  o f religion w hen it refused  to 
c o m m is s io n  a  n o ta ry  p u b lic  w ho  
w ou ldn’t declare  his belief in G od.

Justice  B yron R. W hite said he w asn ’t 
persuaded  that T ennessee  “ in any w ay ”  
in terfered  w ith Mr. M cD aniel’s ability  to 
p rac tice  his religion as he w ishes, but he 
thought the s ta te  had denied  him equal 
p ro tection  of the laws.

T en religious and civic o rganizations 
jo ined in a friend-o f-the-court brief d e 
fending M r. M cD aniel’s right to  run fo r 
public office. T he brief w as subm itted  to 
the Suprem e C ourt by Leo Pfeffer, spe
cial counsel to  the A m erican Jew ish 
C ongress.

T ax A id  for  P rivate Schools  
Is E lection  Issue in  F rance

PA RIS— G overnm ent aid fo r private 
schools has becom e an issue in the cu r
ren t F rench  general elec tion  cam paign.

The R om an C atholic C hurch  ow ns and 
opera tes about 90 percen t o f F ra n c e ’s 
e le m e n ta ry  a n d  s e c o n d a ry  s c h o o ls ,  
w hich in recen t years have received in
creasingly large state  subsidies.

The Socialist and  C om m unist parties 
are  dem anding that s ta te  aid be confined 
to  the cen tralized  national school sys
tem . C atholic leaders insist tha t C atholic 
schools are perform ing a  public service 
and have a  right to  public funds.

W ith state  aid , F rench  private  schools 
e d u c a te  16 p e rc e n t  o f  th e  n a t io n ’s 
schoolchildren  at an academ ic level 
m any paren ts consider higher than that 
o f the public schools.

Som e opponen ts o f s ta te  aid to  the 
private  schools argue tha t tax  m oney is 
being used to  support religion, in effect 
one religion especially , C atholicism . 
O ther opponen ts contend  that the pri
vate  schools ca te r “ right-w ing educa
tio n ”  fo r “ the children  of the rich and 
b ou rgeo is .”

A leading C atholic school official has 
estim ated  tha t w ithout s ta te  a id , tuition 
in private schools w ould go up from  
about $40 a year to  $400 and secondary  
school tu ition w ould increase from  about 
$240 to  $1,000.

Ire lan d ’s B ishops E ase Stand  
A gainst Sale of C ontraceptives

D U B L IN — The Irish Rom an C atholic 
h ierarchy , while reaffirming its opposi
tion to  artificial b irth  con tro l, has relaxed 
its a ttitude tow ard  the legal availability  
o f con tracep tives in the R epublic o f Ire 
land.

The question  of legalization of the sale 
o f con tracep tives has recen tly  becom e 
an ac tive  issue again in Ire land . In a jo in t 
s ta tem en t, the Irish bishops said: “ The

clear teach ing  of the C atholic C hurch  is 
tha t the use of con tracep tives is m orally  
w rong, and no change in s ta te  law  can 
m ake it m orally right. This teach ing  is 
binding on the consciences of C atho
lic s .”

But they  added: “ It does no t n eces
sarily follow  from  this th a t the s ta te  is 
bound to  prohibit the d istribu tion  and 
sales o f con tracep tives. T here  are  m any 
things w hich the C atholic C hurch  holds 
to  be m orally  w rong bu t w hich it has 
never suggested should be prohib ited  by 
the s ta te .”

Sale of con tracep tives is banned  under 
Ire land ’s 40-year-old constitu tion , al
though the high court ruled five years 
ago, in a landm ark decis ion , tha t they  
m ay be im ported  by individuals fo r their 
ow n use.

V atican U rges Ita lian  Senate  
to  R eject A bortion  M easure

V A T IC A N  C IT Y — The V atican had 
called on Ita ly ’s Senate to  p reven t an 
abortion  bill from  becom ing law  in the 
p redom inantly  Rom an C atholic  nation.

The Italian  C ham ber o f D eputies, de
spite strong  opposition  from  the R om an 
C atholic C hurch , approved  legislation 
that w ould allow  w om en over age 18 to  
obtain  free  sta te-subsid ized  abortions in 
the first n inety  days o f pregnancy . The 
vote w as 308-275.

V atican R adio, in an ed ito ria l, urged 
m em bers of Ita ly ’s upper house to  re jec t 
the legislation. It said th e  p roposed  law 
w as a  m istaken answ er to  a real problem  
and voiced the hope tha t the Senate 
“ w ould repea t its responsib le  action  of 
last y e a r .”

In June , 1977, the Ita lian  S enate  re 
jec ted  an abortion  bill by a tw o-vote 
margin. It had prev iously  been  approved 
by the low er house. T he S en a te ’s action  
led to  a political crisis and general e lec
tions.

Am ong the groups opposing the bill in 
the C ham ber of D eputies w ere the gov
erning C hristian  D em ocratic  P arty , the 
right-wing Italian Social M ovem ent, and 
the N ational D em ocratic P arty . It w as 
supported  by cen trist and leftist parties, 
including the C om m unists.

The new  bill w ould perm it w om en to 
obtain an abortion  fo r physical, eco 
nom ic, social, o r psychological reasons.
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An applican t w ould consu lt a d o c to r and , 
if she w ished, her p a rtn e r, bu t the final 
decision  w ould be hers alone. A fter tha t, 
an  abortion  w ould be allow ed if a docto r 
said th a t con tinued  pregnancy  posed se 
rious health  hazard s to  the w om an or her 
baby.

A t p resen t, abortion  is allow ed only if 
giving b irth  w ould th rea ten  the m o th er’s 
life.

U nder the proposed  law , girls under 
the age of 18 m ust ob ta in  the consent of 
a paren t o r guardian . If this is not possi
ble a  legal guardian  can  be appointed  to  
m ake the decision . A bortions will be 
free . T his p rovision of the law is in
tended  to  pu t an  end to  w hat is said to  be 
the large num ber o f clandestine abo r
tions perfo rm ed  in Ita ly  every  year.

L ’O sservatore R om ano , the V atican 
C ity new spaper, called the p roposed law 
“ a decision  w hich vio lates a fundam en
tal C hristian  and hum an v a lu e .”  It said 
that a C hristian  conscience  knew  w hat 
m oral significance to  accord  such a law , 
even  if it— and law s like it— had been 
approved  in parliam ents around  the 
w orld.

Son of B aptist L eader  
Im prison ed  in Soviet U nion

N EW  Y O R K — P eter V ins o f K iev, the 
U kraine, the 21-year-old son o f G eorgi 
V ins, im prisoned leader o f d issiden t 
(unreg istered) B aptists in the Soviet 
U nion , has been  sen tenced  to  a year in 
prison fo r “ hooligan ism ”  and “ p a ra 
sitism .”

“ P aras itism ”  is a Soviet term  ind icat
ing tha t the offender re fu sed  to  w ork and 
w as co n ten t to  live off the state and its 
people. In the case  of P eter V ins, how 
ever, it m eant tha t he could not find a job  
because , like his fa th e r, he w as a co n 
troversial person  and unem ployable.

A ccording to D r. B lahoslav S. H ruby , 
ed ito r o f Religion in C om m unist D om i
nated A reas, inform ed sources say that 
young Mr. V ins w as convicted  in early  
April.

O ne rep o rt ind icates tha t P eter Vins 
had gone to  M oscow  w hen the fam ily 
received  an invitation  to  em igrate to  
C anada. H is a rre s t fo llow ed his a ttem pt 
to secure the p roper docum ents. W hen 
he did not re tu rn , his m other, N adezhda, 
called the police. She w as to ld  to  con tac t

the m issing persons b u reau ; m uch la ter, 
she was inform ed that he had been a r
rested .

In M arch, P ro fesso r D . C hudnovsky , 
o f the D epartm ent o f M athem atics, C o
lum bia U niversity , w ro te  to  public offi
cials and o thers in the U nited  S ta tes to  
appeal fo r the V ins fam ily.

“ R ecen tly ,”  P ro fesso r C hudnovsky  
w rote , “ we ourselves escaped  from  the 
Soviet U nion, w here ou r fam ily w as 
persecu ted  fo r being Jew ish . T hus I am 
concerned  about the fa te  o f th is fam ily 
and in particu lar abou t the fa te  o f my 
dear friend Peter V ins, a  religious h is to 
rian w ho is 21 years old.

“ The histo ry  of th is fam ily is one o f 
incredible religious zeal. E ight genera
tions o f m inisters can  be traced . P eter 
V ins’ g rea t-g rea t-g randfa ther, a  B aptist 
m issionary , cam e to  R ussia from  A m er
ica and founded  the first B aptist m ission 
there.

“ H is g randfa ther P eter w as to rtu red  
to death  in a S talin ist cam p fo r his re li
gious beliefs. H is fa th e r, G eorgi V ins,
. . . who is know n around  the w orld for 
his b ravery , has spen t the last fo u r years 
in a prison cam p in Siberia. H is 65-year- 
old m other ju s t com pleted  a th ree-year 
term  in prison cam ps fo r her religious 
activ ity . T heir fou r children  w ere denied  
adm ission to  high schools.

“ A t the end  of 1977, the fam ily ap 
plied fo r em igration to  C anada, w here 
they  have relatives. Im m ediately  fo llow 
ing their application  fo r em igration , 
P eter Vins w as arrested  fo r the first tim e. 
The au thorities found  tw o Bibles in his 
possession , and fo r th is offense he w as 
badly beaten  and a rrested  on a charge of 
hooliganism . In tensive public support on 
his behalf in F rance  and Sw itzerland and 
P e te r’s ow n hunger strike brought about 
his release a fte r  one m o n th ’s im prison
m ent.

“ On F ebruary  15 he w as a rrested  
again, this tim e on charges of parasitism , 
i.e ., fo r not having w orked while he was 
in prison the first tim e, and im prisoned 
again. A grave stom ach ailm ent he has 
had since b irth  m akes it unlikely he can 
survive a  lengthy prison te rm .”

G eorgi V ins, w ho refused  to  reg ister 
w ith the Soviet sta te  and opposed  any 
political contro l over a religious body , 
was sen tenced  in 1975 to  five years in a 
labor cam p, follow ed by five years of

exile. H e w as charged  w ith inciting citi
zens to  com m it “ illegal a c ts ,”  m eaning 
a ttendance  a t unau thorized  p rayer m eet
ings.

B lasphem y R em ains  
C rim e in  E ngland

L O N D O N — A bill to  abolish b lasphem y 
as a C om m on Law  offense in England 
has been re jec ted  by the British H ouse 
of L ords as a th rea t to  C hristian  life.

T h e  bill w as in t ro d u c e d  b y  L o rd  
W illis, know n in television  circles as Ted 
W illis, a  scrip tw riter. H e said he w as 
spurred  in to  action  to  abolish an “ obso
lete, vague, and  re s tr ic tiv e”  b lasphem y 
law  a fte r  a  recen t successfu l p rosecu tion  
involving an  obscene poem  concern ing  a 
R o m an  c e n tu r io n ’s h o m o s e x u a l a d 
vances on the body of .Tesus C hrist a t the 
Crucifixion.

C r i t ic s  o f  L o rd  W illis , h o w e v e r ,  
view ed his m easure as a “ liberal hu 
m anist bill”  tha t w ould rem ove one of 
the last rem aining barriers against in
sulting that w hich o thers hold sacred .

T he bill w as defea ted  w hen the H ouse 
o f L ords app roved  an am endm ent to  
deny a second  reading to  the bill.

The m otion w as m oved by L ord  H als- 
bu ry , w ho said , “ Society  has suffered 
enough dam age in recen t years at the 
hands of so-called liberal hum anists w ho 
have p lundered  the capital o f 2,000 years 
o f C hristian  living. I have had enough of 
the licentious society  in w hich I have 
lived the last th irty  years and I w ant to  
strike a blow  fo r som ething b e tte r .”

O. R. Johnson , d irec to r o f the N a
tionw ide F estival o f L ight, the C hristian  
m orality  m ovem ent, w elcom ed the m ove 
as “ a v ictory  fo r civilized standards and 
hum an sen sitiv ity .”

Anglican bishops from  D urham , N or
w ich, T ru ro , and L eicester spoke against 
the bill. G iving the m ain argum ents, the 
B ishop of D urham  said he saw  no m erit 
in free ly  allowing society  to  becom e less 
recep tive to  religious values than  it al
ready  w as.

Mr. Johnson  said society  needs laws 
“ to restra in  those w ho publicly and 
gravely abuse the person  o f C hris t, in
sulting and w ounding the reasonable  
feelings o f both  C hristian  people and 
sym path izers w ith C hristian ity  across 
the la n d .”
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T h e  E n d s  o f  P ow er

W hatever the m erits o f H . R. H alde- 
m an ’s book . The E nds o f  Power, it is 
w orth  reading fo r one keyhole glim pse it 
g ives us o f N ix o n ’s hilarious search  fo r a 
C atholic cab ine t m em ber. W e will leave 
the telling to  H aldem an and his assistan t 
L arry  H igby, and  the m oral to  you.

H aldem an begins it by d iscussing the 
appo in tm en t o f cab ine t m em bers:

“ It w as as hectic  as H igby recalls , but 
there w as, in add ition , m uch ted ious and 
agonizing appraisal o f individual cand i
da te s , particu larly  fo r the big jobs. B ut I 
en joy  H igby’s accoun t:

‘“ It w as a  terrib ly  tense  tim e. H alde
m an w as constan tly  w ith the P residen t. I 
m ean fo r hours. And then  h e 'd  get back 
to  his ow n office and be called right back 
to  the P res id en t’s office. It w as ju s t a 
yo-yo thing, you know . I w as stacking up 
the calls and doing stuff that w as w ay 
over my head . I m ean, I handled  the 
firing  o f  D o le  (R e p u b lic a n  N a tio n a l 
C hairm an) through B ryce H arlow , w hich 
I had abso lu tely  no business being in. 
But there w as nobody else to  take  care 
o f it. A nd so it w as a m adhouse up there. 
Bob w as ju s t bang, bang, bang, all day.

“  ‘C onstan t turm oil, politicians calling 
to  recom m end people , o th er politicians 
calling to  . . .  if th e ir cand ida tes w e ren ’t 
accep tab le  fo r one reason o r ano ther. So 
there w as a real frene tic  a tm osphere , 
and fo r som e reason  it w as a lm ost de
pressing. It s ta rted  ou t as a very  exciting 
kind o f thing because  we w ere gonna rip 
the place apart and  put it back together 
again. But Bob had so m uch p ressu re  on 
him , that it got to be very  depressing , 
and you alm ost d id n ’t w ant to  go on w ith 
it. It tu rned  from  a real upper into a 
dow ner. I ’m telling you the phone got to 
be so you ju s t d id n ’t w ant to  talk  . . . 
n e v e r  w a n te d  to  h e a r  a p h o n e  rin g  
ag a in .’ ”

H aldem an takes over:
“ H igby w as am used because near the 

end , w hen we thought we had chosen  the 
best m en fo r the right jobs , regard less of 
the traditional eth ic  and regional con 
siderations, N ixon w as suddenly  nerv 
ous. H e called me in and said, ‘Well . . . 
we d o n ’t have one C a th o lic .’

“ (Inciden tally , the re  w as one lim ita
tion ham m ered over ou r heads by N ixon: 
‘N o . . . H arvard  m en , you understand! 
U nder no cond ition !’ A nd, o f cou rse , the

first tw o m en M alek (head of personnel 
on the W hite H ouse staff] recom m ended 
to  the grum bling N ixon w ere from  H ar
vard  because , as F red said , they  w ere 
the best m en fo r the job .)

“ A t any ra te , we had one m ajor post 
le ft, S ecre ta ry  o f T ransporta tion . This 
w ouldn’t be as im portant a job  as it had 
been in the past, because the S ecre tary  
w ould no t be reporting  to  the President 
but to  a super-C abinet officer. Still, it 
w as a  chance to  appoin t a C atholic and 
m ake a bow  to  e thn ic  standards. I called 
H igby (and he takes up the story):

“  ‘Poor F red  M alek. . . . H e w as the 
one we alw ays w ent to  w ith problem s. 
He w as sw am ped. N ow  I called him 
abou t the C atholic problem , and he 
said h e ’d get on it. An hour or so later 
the phone rang, and it w as M alek, en 
thused . “ I ’ve got you a m an ,’’ he told 
me. “ H is nam e is C laude B rinegar, h e ’s 
p residen t o f U nion Oil o f C alifornia, and

listen to  th is: h e ’s not only C atholic , but 
h e ’s young and from  the W est C oast. 
[Two great poin ts as fa r  as N ixon  w ould 
be concerned .] On top o f th a t, they  say 
h e ’s a  g rea t m anager and w ould be per
fec t fo r the jo b .”

“ ‘So I tro tted  the paperw ork  over to 
the P residen t, but w hen he looked at it 
he w as concerned . “ A re you sure h e ’s 
C atholic? H is nam e d o esn ’t sound C ath 
olic to  m e ."  So I got back to  M alek. I 
said, “ T he President d o esn ’t believe tha t 
Brinegar is a C atholic n am e .”

“ ‘M alek not only confirm ed it but 
added an o th e r political plus. B rinegar 
w as Irish , and that w as even  b e tte r be
cause we d id n ’t have an  Irish  nam e on 
board.

“  ‘So C laude B rinegar w as appoin ted  
S ecretary  o f T ransporta tion  because  he 
was an Irish C atholic, and  tw o w eeks 
afte r he w as in office, he told us he w as a 
G erm an P resb y te rian .’ ” — R. R. H .
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F orce-fed  R elig ion

A succinct sta tem en t abou t “ Force- 
fed  R eligion”  (M arch-A pril, 1978): The 
parab le  is lousy— bacon and religion—  
but even  w orse is the fac t tha t a fte r  an 
em pty  sto ry  the au th o r ends by saying in 
a trite  w ay, “ T h e re 's  a  moral there  
so m ew h ere .”  If the au th o r d o esn ’t know  
w hat the sto ry  is to  com m unicate , then  
w hy did the ed ito rs print it?
PA STO R  JO H N  L. C A M P 
U nited  M ethodist C hurch 
L eom inster, M assachusetts

I ju s t read  “ F orce-fed  R elig ion" and I 
m ust say it is the w orst propaganda I 
have ever en coun te red . W hy teach  our 
child ren  the o th e r fundam enta ls o f life 
and single ou t religion as a no-no? As 
a d u lts  w e d e c id e  w h a t is g o o d  fo r  
them — w hat foo d s to  se rv e , w hat c lo th
ing to w ear fo r co m fo rt, w hat kind of 
en terta inm en t to  p rov ide , et ce te ra— and 
the education  necessary  fo r se lf-support. 
W hy, then , should  we say , “ D on’t take 
them  to  church  o r teach  religious eth ics 
because they  have not chosen  to go this 
ro u te ” ? Do children  alw ays m ake a right 
choice in w hat is best fo r them ? T o  say 
we are force-feed ing  them  religion by 
taking them  to  w orsh ip  is about as fa r 
ou t as one could v en tu re , in my opinion.

T h e  a u th o r ,  J e s s e  M e r re ll ,  re a l ly  
bom bed o u t on th is one. A child is 
taugh t; an  adult m ay choose.
N A O M I T . D A R T E R  
R ussellville, A rkansas

I w as m oved by you r artic le  by Jesse 
M errell. W ould you g ran t me perm ission  
to  use parts  o f his w ork on W T G N ? 
R O N  M IG H E L L  
G eneral M anager, W T G N -FM  
L im a, O hio

I liked the cover o f the M arch-A pril 
L i b e r t y , w hich sym bolized the varied  
religions by food p roduc ts  (Q uaker O ats 
oa tm eal, bagels, C hristian  B ro thers 
w ine, V ege-B urger— although I co u ld n ’t 
figure ou t w hat the pears in the bowl 
rep resen ted .* ) A nd you w e ren ’t afra id  to  
suggest tha t A dventism  could  be force- 
fed  also , by show ing th e  V ege-B urger.

T he w hole issue w as grand excep t fo r 
“ A L ook  at the N ew  M o ra lity .”  F o r the 
a u th o r’s in fo rm ation , som e people need 
help because  they  are sick— w hether

from  sin o r not (m ental pa tien ts , a lco 
holics, et cetera).

I en joy  reading L i b e r t y  artic les tha t 
deal w ith cu rren t world problem s in a 
m ore open-m inded w ay than  o ther reli
gious publications do.
RAY E. JO H N S O N  
B oulder, C olorado
[*Those “ pears” were Jewish matzo 
balls.— Eds.]

I w as very  im pressed w ith the cover o f 
your M arch-A pril issue o f L i b e r t y . Are 
rep roductions available?
K A T H L E E N  ST O K E SB E R R Y  
Seattle , W ashington
[Reproductions of L ib e r t y  covers are not 
available unless there is a large enough 
number of requests to warrant printing 
them.— Eds.]

Re a sta tem en t in the artic le  “ F orce- 
fed  R elig ion.”  W ere not the Pilgrims o f 
the P lym outh C olony, and the V irginia 
colonists  o f Jam estow n?

Jesse  M errell re fe rred  to  the “ pilgrims 
of Jam esto w n .”  M aybe the co lon ists 
w ere also re fe rred  to  as pilgrim s, bu t I 
was unaw are of it.
PA STO R M ER TO N  W. H E N R Y  
M o n tro se  S e v e n th -d a y  A d v e n tis t  
C hurch
M ontrose, C olorado
[According to Encyclopaedia Britannica, 
Plymouth’s residents were “ Pilgrims,” 
not colonists, though Massachusetts is re
ferred to as a colony. Jamestown’s resi
dents were “ colonists.” — Eds.]

It C a n ’t H appen  H ere

I have ju s t finished reading A lbert J. 
M enendez ' article “ W ho Said It C an ’t 
H appen H e re?”  in the M arch-A pril 
issue.

In my opinion this article is by fa r one 
of the m ost significant tha t I have read  in 
your periodical recen tly . H aving e n 
dured  the type of v icissitudes he d e 
scribes in his artic le , I could  certain ly  
relate to  it. Mr. M enendez has vividly 
cap tu red  the horro rs sustained  by people 
w hen they  are  no t allow ed to  en joy  reli
gious freedom .
G IO E L E  SE T T E M B R IN I 
D irector o f C hurch  R elations 
A m ericans U nited fo r S eparation  of 
C hurch and S tate 
Silver Spring, M aryland

C reation  and  E volution

Please let me call you on the rid iculous 
sta tistic  on the origin of life quoted  in the 
Jan u ary -F eb ru ary  issue (“ C ould Soup 
P roduce Sea G u lls?” ). As m any o ther 
readers have surely  no ted , any  freshm an 
studen t o f organic chem istry  know s that 
certa in  m olecules have an affinity fo r 
each  o ther. L ife , fa r  from  being an ac 
c iden t, appears  to  form  w herever and 
w henever the possibilities ex ist.

I canno t conceive that a Special C re
a to r w ould pu t on earth  w hat is o b 
viously an experim ental species, fa r 
fro m  s u c c e s s fu l  a n d  d e s p o il in g  th e  
planet. If we w ere au tom obiles, every  
one o f us w ould have to  be recalled to 
the fac to ry . As crea tu res  merging slowly 
and painfully  into a un iverse tha t only 
our large brains can sense, we are  com 
prehensib le . As c rea tu res  supposed ly  
crea ted  fresh  a fte r coun tless millions of 
o th er crea tions , we suggest th a t the C re
a to r is to tally  dem en ted .
BETTY  M cC O L L IST E R  
B rant B each , N ew  Jersey

I had thought the crea tion ist v. evo lu
tion ist con troversy  to  have been  com 
prom ised am ong thinking C hristians by 
agreeing tha t it is reasonab le  th a t, of 
co u rse , G od c rea ted  the w orlds but the 
technique He used  w as guided evolution . 
I guess I w as m istaken.

L et me quote a few  lines regarding the 
G enesis sto ry  of the C reation , w ritten  
som e tim e ago by the g rea test Biblical 
scholar C hristendom  has p roduced:

“ F o r w ho th a t has understand ing  will 
suppose tha t the first, and second , and 
th ird  d a y , a n d  th e  e v e n in g  an d  th e  
m orning, ex isted  w ithout a sun , and 
m oon, and s ta rs?  A nd tha t the first day 
w as, as it w ere, also  w ithout a sky? And 
w ho is foo lish  as to  suppose tha t G od, 
a fte r the m anner o f a husbandm an, 
planted a parad ise  in E den tow ards the 
ea s t, and placed in it a tree  o f life, visible 
and palpab le , so that tasting  o f the fruit 
by the bodily tee th  ob tained  life? And 
again, tha t one w as a p a rtaker o f good 
and evil by m asticating  w hat w as taken  
from  the tree?  A nd if G od is said to  w alk 
in the parad ise  in the evening, and Adam 
tried  to  hide him self under a tree , I do 
not suppose that any  one doub ts  that
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these  things figuratively ind icate  certa in  
m ysteries, th e  h is to ry  having taken  place 
in ap p earan ce , and not literally . . .

The au th o r o f the foregoing is, o f 
cou rse , O rigen o f A lexandria  ( a . d . 185- 
254), bu t he w as and  is no t alone. W hat 
he w as fighting is a  com m on e rro r; there  
have alw ays been those  w ho insist on 
placing m aterialistic  m eanings on things 
m eant to  be taken  spiritually .

In 1 C orin th ians Paul w ro te , “ T he 
m ateria list canno t en te rta in  the ideas o f 
the d iv ine Spirit: to  him  they  are  non
sense and he canno t g rasp  them  because 
they  have to  be d iscerned  sp iritua lly”  
(see 1 C orin th ians 2:14). W hat w e see is 
perhaps even  w orse: som e m en take  the 
w ords not as nonsense bu t as literal, 
m aterialistic  tru th!

L et me s ta te  th a t w hat appears above 
is no t official teach ing  o f my chu rch , T he 
Liberal C atholic C hu rch , but rep resen ts  
my understand ing  in the m atter. 
FA T H E R  D E A N  B E K K E N  
St. F rancis C hapel 
San D iego, C alifornia

[It is fitting that Mr. Bekken quotes from 
Origen, the great allegorizer, in support 
of his thesis. Origen and other church 
fathers are to a considerable extent re
sponsible for bringing such non-Biblical 
practices as purgatory, candles, votaries, 
beads, etc., ad infinitum, ad nauseum, 
into the church.— Eds.]

Y our artic les on crea tion  versus ev o 
lution answ ered  m any o f m y questions 
concern ing  th is debate .
G E O R G E  T O PA L SK Y  
C leveland H eights, O hio

T extb ook  C ontroversy

T hree cheers fo r D allas! It is re fre sh 
ing to  hear o f one difficult con troversy  
settled  by a  local com m unity  w ithout 
judicial fiat, in a m anner dem onstrating  
res tra in t and  to lerance  on all sides (Jan- 
u ary -F eb ruary , page 7).

O ne is nonetheless p rom pted  to  in
qu ire  as regards M arvin M oore’s article:

(1) D oes the biology tex tbook  m an
da ted  by the S tate  o f T exas limit evo lu
tion to  a theory  and  recognize the ex is t
ence  o f o th er theo ries?

(2) I suspect no t, and  if not, w hy is the 
A C L U — e v id e n t ly — c o n c e rn e d  o n ly  
about a local school b o a rd ’s adding its

m andate  to  tha t o f the  S tate  o f T exas?
I am  also  curious abou t item  1 under 

“ S tress Points— B eginning .”  O ught not 
th is item  to  read  “ M an w as crea ted  in a 
s ta te  o f hum an im perfec tion” ? T hat is 
surely  m an ’s p resen t condition , and  I 
had the im pression from  som ew here that 
such is a  fundam enta l tenet o f Judeo- 
C hristian  theology.

P erhaps I am  ju s t displaying m y igno
rance  of the p recise  course  o f even ts 
theorized  by the crea tion ists . I have 
heard  abou t the app le , but I sure w ould 
like to  know  w hat scientific ev idence 
there  is th a t m an w as ev er perfect. 
W IL L IS  H A N N A W A L T  
San F ran c isco , C alifornia 
[Marvin Moore replies: “ The State of 
Texas has approved five biology textbooks 
for use in Texas high schools. One of these 
gives a one-page explanation of the theory 
of Creation. The others say nothing about 
it. Nearly all biology textbooks treat evo
lution as a fact. Texas requires that a 
disclaimer be stamped on the inside front 
cover of all biology textbooks used by 
stu d en ts, sta tin g  that evo lu tion  is a 
theory.

“ The State of Texas has never man
dated anything about the teaching of ori
gins. The mandate of the Dallas Inde
pendent School D istr ict that various  
theories of origins be taught is a local 
regulation, and is therefore the only thing 
the ACLU could oppose.

“ Historical Judeo-Christian theology 
teaches that man was created perfect and 
that his present imperfection is a result of 
the fall of Adam and Eve, not of their 
creation. But the only source for that in
formation is the Bible, not science.” ]

T he Sab b ath  and Scrip ture

I am  a S abbathkeeper. I am  not a 
w riter o f “ le tters to th e  e d ito r .”  This 
one has been  fo rced  from  me by Don 
N eu fe ld ’s rep ly  to a le tte r concerning the 
Sabbath  in the January -F eb ruary  1978 
issue. W hile I agree w ith N eu fe ld ’s con 
clusion, I canno t accep t w hat seem s to 
be the basic point o f his argum ent—  
nam ely, tha t “  ‘law ’ in the con tex t o f the 
G alatian E pistle and in the w ider N ew  
T estam en t con tex t is the Jew ish  T orah 
. . . , ”  the Jew ish  T orah  here  being 
d istinguished from  the Ten C om m and
m ents o f the m oral law . I think he has

th row n out the baby w ith the bath  w ater. 
D oes Mr. N eufeld  sw eep aw ay the Paul
ine doctrine o f justification  by faith  as 
M r. V an G undy suggests?  O r does he 
believe tha t G alatians 2:16 (“ A m an is 
not justified by the w orks o f the law , but 
by the faith  o f Jesus C h ris t” ) m eans only 
tha t a  m an is not justified by th e  w orks o f 
the Jew ish  T orah  (im plying tha t he m ay 
be justified by keeping the S abbath  or 
any  o ther w orks of the m oral law )? Can 
Paul m ean in R om ans 3:20 (“ F o r by the 
law  is th e  k n o w le d g e  o f  s i n ” ) th a t  
know ledge of sin com es through the 
Jew ish  T orah  on ly? In general, is N eu 
fe ld ’s concep t o f justification  by faith  
stric tly  T orah-re la ted?  I am  no t referring  
here to  “ handw riting  o f o rd in an ces”  but 
to  “ law .”  I am not a theo log ian , bu t this 
position  seem s incredib le to  m e and  ce r
tainly does not rep resen t m y basis fo r 
Sabbathkeeping. Is this a w idely held 
concept am ong N ew  T estam en t schol
ars?

B. T . C H A PIN  
M anassas, Virginia
[Mr. Neufeld replies: “ There are two 
steps in Bible study: (1) interpretation, 
and (2) application. Some Bible readers 
do not adequately distinguish between the 
two, and perhaps this is Mr. Chapin’s 
problem.

“ To interpret correctly the Galatians 
passage, one must reconstruct historically 
the situation in Galatia that occasioned 
Paul’s letter. Only when we understand 
this correctly can we make a valid appli
cation to our own times and experiences.

“ The Galatian churches were estab
lished on Paul’s second missionary jour
ney (Acts 16:6). Shortly after Paul left 
Galatia, a reactionary sect, commonly 
called ‘Judaizers,’ visited Galatia and 
persuaded the believers to submit to the 
obsolete ceremonies of Judaism. Paul had 
earlier tangled with the Judaizers at An
tioch. They insisted, ‘Except ye be cir
cumcised after the manner of Moses, ye 
cannot be saved’ (Acts 15:1). Their con
tention is further explained in verse 5: 
‘That it was needful to circumcise them 
[Gentile converts to Christianity], and to 
command them to keep the law of M oses.’ 
They are again mentioned in verse 24: 
‘Forasmuch as we have heard, that cer
tain which went out from us have troubled 
you with words, subverting your souls, 
saying, Ye must be circumcised, and keep
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the law: to whom we gave no such com
mandm ent.’

“ Thus it is clear that the law under 
discussion is the law of Moses, or, in a 
broader sense, the Torah. The Judaizers 
insisted that a pagan could not be saved 
unless he submitted to circumcision and 
kept the Jewish law. In harmony with the 
decision of the Jerusalem Council, Paul 
insisted that Gentile converts need not 
become Jews in order to be saved. A 
person is justified by faith in Jesus Christ. 
Now that the Messiah had come, people 
desiring to be saved needed but to accept 
Him as the Saviour. This was the new 
confrontation in New Testament times.

“ Peter was emphatic: ‘Neither is there 
salvation in any other: for there is none 
other name under heaven given among 
men, whereby we must be saved’ (Acts 
4:12).

“ Mr. Chapin inquires, ‘Is this a widely 
held concept among New Testament schol
ars?’ I would say that it is virtually the 
universal concept. Scholars agree that 
under consideration in Galatians is the 
Torah as a system of salvation. Paul em
phatically rules it out as having any such 
function. ‘A man is not justified by the 
works of the law [Torah], but by the faith 
of Jesus Christ’ (Galatians 2:16).

“ Up to this point I’ve engaged in inter
pretation. I come now to application. Just 
as a person cannot be justified by keeping 
the Torah, he cannot be justified by keep
ing any law, even the moral law. Only by 
fixing his faith on the Messiah can a per
son be saved.

“ Not only is Judaism as a system of 
salvation no longer valid, but also any 
system offering salvation apart from faith 
in Christ. ‘Christ is the end of the law [or, 
for that matter, any system other than the 
gospel offering salvation] for righteous
ness to every one that believeth’ (Romans 
10:4).

“ But here it is important to point out, 
as I emphasized in my original reply, that 
the coming to an end of the Torah as a 
system of salvation did not mean that none 
of its laws were to have validity in the 
Christian era. Some, such as the laws of 
animal sacrifices, ceased to be valid after 
He to whom they pointed came. On the 
other hand, the Ten Commandments, 
which were also a part of the Torah, are 
still valid, as most Christians agree. These 
laws find their root in God’s character,

which never changes. It is the fourth of 
these commandments that enjoins the 
keeping of the seventh day as the Sab
bath— ‘For in six days the Lord made 
heaven and earth, the sea, and all that in 
them is, and rested the seventh day: 
wherefore the Lord blessed the sabbath 
day, and hallowed it’ (Exodus 20:11).

“ If Mr. Chapin will read again my 
earlier reply and consider the further ex
planations in this letter, he should see 
that, far from throwing out the baby with 
the bath water, we retain the baby in its 
full vigor and health, and discard only 
unwarranted interpretations of the sacred 
text. One must be true to what the apostle 
meant by what he said. This I have at
tempted to do and in doing so have given 
the Sabhath what I believe to be a firmer 
footing.” ]

C hanging  the Sabbath

Y ou quote  sta tem en ts m ade by the 
C atholic C hurch  in the 1800’s to  the e f
fec t they  claim  to  have changed the 
C hristian  day of w orship  from  S atu rday  
to  Sunday ( L i b e r t y , January -F eb ruary  
1978, page 22). C an ’t you find som e m ore 
recen t sta tem en ts m aking sim ilar claim s? 
O r has the church  repudiated  those 
claim s? If so , you are  not fa ir in referring  
to  fo rm er claim s.

A recen t thesis developed by Sam uel 
B acchiocchi, while studying at the Pon
tifical G regorian U niversity  a t the V ati
can , is m ore germ ane to  the sub jec t. He 
found  that the C hristian  church  in R om e 
spearheaded  the S atu rday-to -S unday  
change to  free  the C hristians from  any  
vestige o f association  w ith “ Jew ish 
n e ss .”  This anti-Sem itic m aneuver o f 
course  has no Biblical basis o f fac t. It 
w as shortsighted  in view o f the fac t the 
c h u r c h ’s n a m e s a k e  w as  b o rn  o f  a 
Jew ess!
A. M IC H A L S 
R edlands, C alifornia

[Yes, statements have been made since the 
1800’s. Several of them were printed in 
the article.— Eds.]

C ounting  on the C ourt

T he m en w ho fo rm ulated  our C onsti
tu tion  w ere ou tstand ing , but they  could 
not look into the fu tu re . T he record  
show s that there  w ere e rro rs and /o r

om issions in the docum ent they  d rew  up.
T he Suprem e C ourt has been the in

strum en t to  keep  ou r C onstitu tion  cu r
ren t and  v iable. M r. S tephens s ta tes  tha t 
one group  o f judges o ften  overru les a 
p rev ious group  (“ C an W e C ount on the 
C o u rt?”  N ovem ber-D ecem ber, 1977). 
T his is true  and  will alw ays b e  .the case 
as long as the m en w ho com pose the 
Suprem e C ourt a re  hum an beings. The 
m en w ho sit on the C ourt a re  in m ost 
cases honorable and are selected  fo r 
their know ledge, gained through m any 
years o f service to , and  w ith , th e  law s of 
our land.

Y es, we can coun t on our Suprem e 
C ourt to  do the very  best tha t judges are 
capable o f doing. R em em ber, they  dre 
only hum an beings, not gods.

O nly G od m ade a set o f law s th a t has 
never been  changed. O nly G od has the 
w isdom , fo resigh t, pow dr, and au tho rity  
to  m ake pe rfec t law s.
C. F . A V E R Y  
V ienna, A ustria
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A P alatab le D elight

If a certa in  L i b e r t y  ed ito r is looking a 
little sm ug these  d ay s , be to leran t. I t ’s 
ju s t tha t L i b e r t y  has been recognized 
fo r ‘‘general ex ce llen ce”  by the A sso
c ia ted  C hurch  P ress fo r the th ird  tim e in 
five years . W hen the new s from  th is 
y e a r 's  A CP conven tion  (held in St. L ouis 
in April) w as received  from  the ed ito r via 
te lephone, one staff m em ber quickly  d e 
cided tha t an ice-cream  celeb ra tion  w as 
definitely in o rder. (Sorry  you m issed  the 
“ pralines 'n  c re a m ,”  Mr. E ditor!)

T h is  y e a r 's  a w a rd s  e n tr ie s  w e re  
judged by facu lty  o f the U niversity  of 
M issouri School o f Journalism , w ho 
cited L i b e r t y  fo r being thoroughly  p ro 
fessional, w ith w ell-in tegrated  illu stra
tions and sto ries tha t com m and reader 
in terest.

T o add ex tra  flavor to  the occasion , 
L i b e r t y  also  received  an aw ard fo r ex 
cellence in graph ics, fo r the illustrations 
accom panying “ T he G reat P uritan  Put- 
D ow n”  in the Ju ly-A ugust 1977 issue. 
The illu strations, by M aryland a rtis t Ted 
R am sey , show ed m any of the d is to rted  
w ays m odern  A m ericans view  the Puri
tans. The judges com m ended  the g raph
ics fo r being "em o tio n a l, to  the po in t, 
and c lean , [showing] good c ra ftsm an 
s h ip ."  K udos also  to  H arry  K nox (and 
associates)— L i b e r t y ’s graphics gas
tronom e.

In June the W ashington A rt D irectors 
honored the Ju ly-A ugust, 1977, issue by 
hanging it in the ir annual show  o f the 
best in local graphic arts .

O ur congra tu la tions to  fo u r o ther 
publications tha t received  A CP general 
excellence aw ards in their category : C a
nadian C hurchm an, a m onthly  new spa
per prin ted  by the A nglican C hurch  of 
C anada; These Tim es, a m onthly  o u t
reach  m agazine published by the S ev
en th-day  A dventist C hurch  (w hich is 
also  responsible fo r L ib e r t y ); W orld
v iew , a m a g a z in e  p u b lis h e d  by  th e  
Council on Religion and In ternational 
A ffairs; and Y ou th  m agazine, an  ecu 
m en ica l m o n th ly  p u b lis h e d  b y  th e  
U nited C hurch P ress.— C .L .

“ A nd no one could get a job  o r even 
buy in any  sto re  w ithout the perm it o f 
that m ark ”  (R evelation  13:17, The  
Living Bible). S e t  “C om puter: 
C onvenience or T yra n t? ” page 2.
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FREEDOM LIVES ONLY

Freedom is doomed 
Left to itself 

Or the Constitution 
Or the President 

Or Congress 
Or the Supreme Court. 

Freedom lives only 
As it lives in you 

And other freedom lovers. 
Not freedom fighters 
But freedom lovers. 
For freedom lovers 
Are freedom livers, 
Freedom believers, 
Freedom leaders, 
Freedom movers.

—Donald F. Haynes
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THE MORAL FOUNDATIONS OF FREEDOM

en are qualified for civil liberty in exact 
proportion to their disposition to put 
chains upon their own appetites; in pro
portion ¿is their love of justice is above 

their rapacity; in proportion as their soundness 
and sobriety o f understanding is above their van
ity and presumption; in proportion ¿is they are 
more disposed to listen to the counsels of the 
wise and good, in preference to the flattery o f 
knaves. Society cannot exist unless a controlling 
power upon the will and appetite is placed some
where; and the less o f it there is within, the more 
there must be o f it w ithou t It is ordained in the 
eternal constitution of things, that men o f intem
perate habits cannot be free. Their passions forge 
their fetters. -Ed m u nd  Burke


