
Houston,Texashaveflounderedforsimilarreasons."When
a plan invites competition for control between religious
groups,it's a recipefordisaster,"saidthe ReverendBaITy
W.Lynn, executive director ofAmericans Unitedfor the
Separation of Church and State.

Then there are concerns about separation of church
and stateissues.Theseniorpastorof Austin'sFirstBaptist
Church,whichhostedBush's first"faith-based"forumaf-
ter his election,wrote in aBaptistjournal that "if thenew
commitmentto 'faith-basedinitiatives'threatensthe wall

of separation,then it will be our responsibilityas Baptist
Christians to speaka propheticwordof protest."

Even in Canada, back about the turn of the last cen-
tury, the Catholic,United,andAnglicanchurchesagreed
to run anetworkof about 100boardingschoolsfor Indian
children.The systemwas finallyphasedoutin 1970due torampantcorruption,andthe Canadiangovernmentissued
a formal apologyto familiesandvictimsof abuseat the hands of program administrators.They alsocreateda $350
million"healingfund".However,lawsuitsandotheroutstandingclaimsmayevenyet leadto paymentstotalingany-
wherefromonetotenbilliondollars!-threatening somechurcheswithbankruptcy.Canadianofficialsareconsidering
a plan to helpbailout the churchesby usingtax dollarsto cover partof theirdebts.

Furthercomplicatingmattersinthe"faith-based"controversyis thefactthatBushis offeringnonewmoneyforhis
initiative.Thus,religiousprogramsthatreceivefederalmoneywillget it atthe expenseof existingprograms,mostof
whicharesecular.Withfederalfundinglimited,advocatesforthepoorfearthattheadministration'sbiastoward"faith-
based"groupsmayspelltheendofeffectivesecularprograms.ThishappenedrecentlywhentheBushbudgetplande-
fundedafederalprogramthatpaysfor securityofficers,alarmsystemsandafter-schoolactivitiesforyoungpeopleat
publichousingprojects.

Then,too,thereisconcernaboutgovernmentoversightof howthemoneyis utilizedandthequestionof "attached
strings".TheReverendJerryFalwellexpressedskepticismthat governmentaid wouldreallybe givenwithno strings
attached, andeven if it were, he said, the rulescould easilychange in the future. "I would not want to put any of the
Jerry FalwellMinistriesin apositionwherewemightbe subservientto a futureBillClinton,Godforbid!",observed
Falwell.

Where accountability and oversight are concerned, proponents of Bush's plan have rightly noted that secular
governmentprogramsalsogetcaughtup incontroversy,andthat therearemanyinstancesof fraudandabusethathave
hurt the credibilityof somepublicinstitutions.However,the importantdifferencebetweenthe incidentsat religious
serviceprovidersandgovernmentagenciesis thatpublicfacilitiesareeasilyandroutinelyauditedandopento official
inspections.Publiclyfundedprivateinstitutionsarekept separateandarelessaccessible.

In otherwords,whenanincidentoccursata secularpublicfacility,a legalrecourseisreadilyavailable,butwhena
ministryrunsa serviceprogram,determiningwhathappenedandholdingthe partiesresponsibleleadsto amorassof
church-state entanglement.Church & State,April 2001.
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Editor's note: Despite the obvious intractable difficulties surrounding the concept of government involvement in
religious social services, there is growing popular sentiment that government should be involved in, if not actually in
overt control of, certain religious affairs. The government will follow the popular lead, whether it is good for the

populace or not.

"To secure popularity and patronage, legislators will yield to the demand for a Sunday law."Testi-
monies, volume5,451.
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