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IS RELIGION BANNED FROM OUR SCHOOLS?

Three hundred ysars ago Anglo-American teaching was done
chiefly by the church., In early days English and American
education was, in the main, crested and sustained, inspired
and controlled, by religious groups.l But, today, in the
greater part of the Protestant world, at least, education is
secular, The school has been, or. is being, cut off from the
church, With the exception of some "private" schools and
colleges 1t has been taken over by another social institution.
What institution is that?2 |

There can be no doubt that, with conscious intention or
without it, Anglo-American Protestant civilization hss drifted
into an answer to that question. It is the state which is
replacing the church. It is government, nation, provincial,
or local, which has control of teaching.3 Education is not

only becoming secular. It is also becoming political.LL

lyillard L. Sperry, Religion and Education (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1945), p. 1.

2"Religion in the Schools," The Columbia Encyclopedia
(Morningside Heights, New York: Columbla University Press,
1950), vol. 1,.p. 592..

3"Pub_lic Schools," Collier's Encyclopedia (New York:
Crowell-Collier Education Corporation Press, 1968), vol. 19,
p. 720.

u"Religion in the Schools," Encyclopaedia Britannica
(Chicago: Encyclopaedis Britanniea, Inc., 1965), vol. 7, p. 992.




From church to state? 1In three centuries we Protestants
have transferred from ohe of these institutions to the other
the task of shaping the minds of the characters of our youth.
Do we realize what we have done? This is revolution.S It was
the church which first created and maintained the school. The
churches were guardians of our "way of 1life."® They were able
to teach men and women and children how to live because they
knew, as did no other institution, what 1life should be. They
had beliefs and values which could be used for the concrete
guidance and control of human behavior., Out of these beliefs
and values, their control of education came.T

So because of these beliefs, we question whether the
government can actually teach., The churches did not make a
perfect job of thia, but they had the purpose and spirit of
teaching. As individuals we have feared the encroachments of
government upon our rights, our liberties, our independence.
This dread has been expressed by H. M. Tomlinson as he defines

a human attitude in All Qur Yesterdays:

"My church is down," I hear him saying. "My God
has been deposed again. There is another god now, the
State, the State Almighty. I tell you that god will be
worse than Moloch., You had better keep that in mind.
It has no vision; it has only expediency. It has no
morality, only power. And it will have no. arts, for
it will punish the free spirit with death. It will
allow no freedom, only uniformity. Its altar will be

5"Religion in the Classroom," Collier's Encyclopedia
(New York: P, F. Collier & Son, Inc., 1953), vol. 16, p. 6Ub.

6"Roligious Education,”™ The Encyclopedia Americsana
(New York: Americana Corporation, 1960), vol. 23, p. 352

7Sperry, op. cit., p. 6.



& ballot-box, and that will be a lie. Right before

ug is its pillar of fire. It has a heart of gun metal
and its belly is full of wheels, You will have to face
the brute, you will have to face it., It is nothing

but your worast, nothing but the wogst of usg, 1lifted up.
The children are being fed to it."

In the midst of all our agonies and uncertainties, a new
world is being born. It is this new world which gives meaning
to education. Every pupil must learn from it. Every teacher
must be teaching for it. Every scholer must be thinking for
it. Humanity is reasonable as well.as unressonable.. It is
the struggle between these two which defines the course of
education. We know what teaching is only as we see and fael
what the free spirit of man is trying to do and to be.9

| e« « » we think that the constitutional prohibition

against laws respecting an establishment of religion

‘must at least mean that in this country it is no part

of the business of government to compose official
prayers for any group of American people to recite
as pais}of a religious program carried on by govern-
ment., |

This statement is found in the majority opinion of the
Supreme Court of the United States in the now famous case of
Engel v. Vitale, decided in June 25, 1962. This was not just

an ordinary day in the history of American justice.ll

8Sporr-y, op. cit.,, p. 10.

9M&ﬂigion in the Classroom During the Year 1962," The
Americana Annual (New York: Americana Corporation, 196 5

p. 353.

105am Duker, The Public Schools and Religion (New York:
Harper & Row, Publlshers, 1966), p. l.

llﬁmericana, op. ¢it., p. 214.









said: "The Congress should at once submit an amendment to the
Congtitution which establishes the right to religious devotian
in all governmental agencies--national, ataﬁe, or local,"?
Richard M. Nixon thought that there should bBe an amendment to
the Constitution legalizing the use of non-gectarian prayers in
public schools in order M"to remind our children of our religious
heritage."

Only a year later, in June 1963, did the Supreme Court
clear up many of the questions that had arisen in the minds of
students of the Vitale case and onlyithén did they decide that
a state cannot constitutionally hold religious exercises in
public school classrooms even when the majority of the persons
affected favor the exercises. At issue was the reading of pas-
sages from the Bible and the recitation of the Lord's Prayer.zo

These two decisions aroused a storm of protest that still
shows nt signs of abating. Perhaps no controversy in the long
history of America's public schools has evoked such an emotjonal
backlash of anger and frustration or so divided public opinion.

Many devout Christian believers see the elimination of
prayer, Bible-reading and religious instruction from public
schools as a repudiation of Godly truth and 'a threat to the
character of their children. The whole religion-and-schools

controversy has been made more complex and nore politicél by

the fact that America's largest church, the Roman Cstholic,

19Blanshard, op. cit., P 51.

20Dukcr, Op. cit., p. 2.









of the law, They would substitute for prayer the daily re-
citation of the first and fourth stanzas of "The Star-Spangled
Banner™ or "America."

Many school officials leaned over backward to play it safe.
Many teachers dropped all activities about which there was the
slightest chance of controversy.

A highlﬁ sensitive and controversial issue arises in many
schools every year concerning the observation of such religious
holy days as Christmas, Hanukkah, Easter, and Passover. Many
aschool administrators have ruled out the presence of Christmas
trees in the classroom, Easter bulletin boards, or any other
religious symbols, The presentaions of &chool programs in con-
nection with these holidays‘haVQ also been banned.25 Last
year in a school in South Dakota, a school Christmas program
was interrupted because of the singing of "Silent Night.™ The
question of baccalaursate saﬂviéea in tha schools has never
been de_cided.26

Behind all the agitation lies & deep public concern over
the Court's decrees., Testimony taken at last year's Congress-
ional hearings on a proposed amendment to the Constitution dis-
closed a conviction on the part of many Americans, including
experts on constituional law, that the Supreme Court had erred.

By reading into the First Amendment's prohibition of "any
law respscting an establishment of religion" much more than its

authors intended, the Court had in effect "amended the

25Dukar, op. cit., p. 25.

26n1pne Challenge of a Pro," A Stemg Albumn, 1970.
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other person shall automatically become vacant

and any contract for the services of such

teachgg of other person shall become null and

void.

Although the recital of the Lord's Prayer in public
schools is one of the most widely employed religious practices,
there is little clear-cut law pertalning to this practice. It
is considered a prayer accepted by all religions and thus there
are no laws proﬁibiting it.

Americans, going to their history books, found little sup-
port for the notion that “separation of church and state" meant
separation of religion from government. Thomas Jefferson be-
lieved that not only a nation's moral base rested on religion,
but its civil liberties, too. "Can the liberties of a nation
be thought secure," he demanded, "when we have removed their
only firm basis: a conviction in the minds of the people that
these liberties are the gifts of God?"

Amgricals founders not only recognized the existence of
God but wrote that recognition into their founding documents,
Onto the new nation's coinage went words later adopﬁed as the
national motto: "In God We Trust." Into the Great Seal went
Letin legends asserting that "God has favored the undertaking."
‘Into the nation's patriotic songs went expressions of national
dependence upon God; some of the stanzas are actually prayers
in song.

Acknowledgment of America's strong religious base abounded

in virtually every state constitution, Chaplains were officially

294, W, Ford, Commissioner of Education, State of Arkansas
Department of Education, Little Rock, Arkansas, 1970.

f
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appointed to all lawmaking bodies. Religious oaths were
required for officeholders, religious exercises ordered
for official ceremonise. To encdurage the spirit and prac-
tice of religion, tax laws exempted church property sand
allowed deductions for gifts to religious causes; U.S. postal
regulations granted special rates to religious magazines;
draft exemptions were made for clergyman‘and divinity students.
In contraet Qith-Justice William J. Brennan Jr.'s dictum that
"government may not support or directly aid religious activi-
ties,” all the foregoing do precisely that .30

Against this background, many Americans gquestioned how the
Court could possibly affirm that, as between religion and ir-
religion, this is a "state firmly committed to neutrality."
Even some justices of the Court had misgivings about so sweep-
ing a commitment., ‘Justice Arthur J. Goldberg, joined by
Justice John Marshall Harlan, wrote in his concurring opinion:
"Untutored devotion to the concept of neutrality can lead to a
pervasive devotion to the secular and to a passive or even
active hostility to the religious. Such results are not only
not compelled by the Constitution but are prohibited by it n3t

Newspaper comment was even more blunt. The Cincinnati
Enguirer put its finger on the real reason for Americans!
concern: "They don't like to be pushed around in religious

matters; they don't like to be denled what they regard as

3ORobart F. Drinan, 3. J., Religion, The Courts, and Public
Policy (New York: McGraw-Hill Book Company, The., 1963), p. 99.

31bia., p. 101.
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In Congress, calls are already being made for additional
hearings on this and other proposed amendments, However, it
i8 doubtful that the battles to upset the Court decisions by
constitutional amendment will be ranewed in sufficient strength.
From what kind of activities in the public school class-
room may an individual be excused because of religious scruples?
There have been many cases in court eoncerning the pledging of
allegiance to the f‘lag.ﬂL Some people have a belief that you
should pledge allegiance only to God.35 The members of the
Jehovah's Witnesses sect found that psrticipation in this
ceremony was in conflict with their religious belief. But
we must remember that they‘ropresont only a small sector of our
population.36
Those in favoer of the requirement that &ll children
participate in the daily flag salute had this argument in
favor of the regulation:
The refusal of the children to salute the
~national flag at school exercises because they
believed that to do so would violate the written
law of Almighty God as contained inh the Bible was
not founded on a religious belief, . . . .
The act of saluting the flag has no bearing
on what a pupil may think of his Creator. Nor is
a pupil regquired to exhibit his religious sentiments
in a particular "form of worship" when saluting

the flag, because the ceremony is not, by any
stretch of the imagination, a "form of worship."

3l‘LDukm:-, op. cit., p. 27.

35“Joe Doesn't Pledge Allegiance," Today's Education
(Washington, D.0.: KEducational Press Association, November,

1968)s P 63"6“—‘

36uy Unit on Religion," NEA Journal (Washington, D.{.:
National Education Association, January, 1968), p. 35.
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Like the study of history or civics or the doing
of any other act which might make a pupil more
patriotic as well as teach him or her "loyalty

to the State and National Goverrment," the salute
has no religious implications. . . The cgmmand-
ments of Jehovah, as set forth in the Bible, do
not prohibit the saluting of a national flag but
on the contrary approve of that practice.

The act of saluting the flag is only one of
many ways in which a citizen may evidence his
.respect is shown the American flag when it passes
- in a parage; yet that 1t not a religiocus rite.

Though members of Jehovah's Witnesses en-
deavor to extend religious implications to a
ceremony purely patriotic in design, they do not
accord to others the religious freedom which they
demand for themselves, claiming that there is no
limit to which they may go when they think they
are worshipping God. . .

: The act of saluting the flag does not prevent
a pupil, no matter what his religious belief may
be, from acknowledging the apiritual sovereignty.
of Almighty God by . ganderlng to God the things
that are God's, .

There were also those who had an apgument against the
validity of the regulation.  They said:

The rule.compelling respondents to ;participate
in the ceremony of saluting the flag and the act
of its School Board in expslling them because they
refrained, violate their rights guarantesd by . . .
the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution of the
United States.

The vital question is: Shall man be free to
sxerclse his conscientious belief in God and his
obedience to the law of Almighty God, or shall
man be compelled to obey the law or the State,
which law, as the creature conscientiously
believes, is in direct conflict with the law
of Almighty God?

This Court has repsatedly held that the
individual alone is privileged to determine

| 37Du1{01", 9_2. cit., pp. 51"‘52-
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legal and theoretical prohibitions set up by bthose who are
fearful or by those who are disinterested. They ar§ nonsectarian,
dignified, and altogether consistent with the high purposes of
institutions of higher education. Too many institutions within
the category of the "publicly supported" are spending all their
time emphasizing the reasons for not doing anything about re-
ligion, It would bs more fruitful for them to search out those
things they can do and then do thmm.u?

The American educational plan is twofold: tax-supported
universal public education, and the recognition of values in
and a benevolent attitude toward private s.ct’mols..u8

The financial crisis facing education, caused by the un-
paralleiled increase in population as well as by the needs of a
technological age for trained personnel, is generally recognized
as being very real., One solution not unanimously but generally
agresd upon would be federal finsasncial aid., This is not the
place for an extended discussion of the arguments for and
againat federal ald for church-related schools or public schools.
But one may point out that the absolute neceasity in our
technological era for sducated workers combined with the high
rate of mobllity of our American population makes education of
_prime qusality & matter of national rather than merely a state
concern. The sad fact is that thoss states providing the m&st

inadequate sducational facilities are spending a larger amount

u7Gauss, op. cit., 153.

LLBMoehlman, op. cit., p. 128.
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minimized in the controversies that court decisions sarouse.

What is needed in our society as & whole, but ssapecially
in matters pertaining to our schools, is a spirit of und;r-
standing and consideration toward those who hold religious
views different from or even contrary to our own. Such a
spirit must go far beyond that of tolerance for diverse views.
A sﬁirit of accommodation is, of course, as necessary on the
part of those holding minority views as it is on the part of
those professing generally accepted beliefs and views. Re-
criminations and roproichos will not solve any portion of
our problem but frankvdiscuasions may. Above all else a free
flow of information is essential. This free flow will prevent
one cause of much irritstion--disputes about matters that
don't exist.su"

If sechool péople are up to its implied challengs, thev
Supreme Court's decisions may well turn out to have done
more for both oducﬁtign and religion than all the legislative
hegrings: and church pressures together, Schbol people should
not get to work at building a& curriculum that will lead young
peopls to a steadily broadening understanding of the role

religion plays in the affairs of mankﬁnd.ss

SL"Dt:tkor, QR-AREE°! pp. 227-228.

ssAndorsOn, op. ¢it., p. 35.
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