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In the “Christian Beacon,” a fundamentalist publication, dated September 25, 1947, we 

came across a lengthy article written by the editor-in-chief, the Rev. Carl McIntire, under the 

above caption. 

The article calls in question the justifiableness of an action taken recently by the National 

Association of Broadcasters as it enacted legislation regarding, among other organizations such 

as political and commercial, also religious broadcasts. 

Since our Churches are interested in conducting religious broadcasts, we deemed it 

important enough to call to your attention. 

The new code which effects religious broadcasts, as quoted in Christian Beacon, reads as 

follows: “Religious programs should be presented by recognized groups and organizations.  No 

offer (other than free copies of the message presented) should be permitted on such programs.  

Religious broadcasts should place major emphasis on broad religious truths.  They should not be 

used for the presentation of controversial questions or for the expression of partisan opinions or 

discussions.  Appropriate time, other than that designated for religious programs, should be 

supplied for such use.  To every American, the Bill of Rights guarantees freedom of worship 

without fear of intimidations or reprisal.  Radio, therefore, which reaches men of all creeds 

simultaneously, should not be used to convey attacks upon religion.” 

This is a quotation in full of Section 2 “Standards for Specific Religious Programs.” 

The Rev. Mr. Carl McIntire, who incidentally is also one of the leaders in the 

organization known as the American Council of Churches of Christ (which stands violently 

opposed to the Federal Council of Churches of Christ) intimates that the power and influence of 

the Federal Council is back of this new code. 

His contention is that when this new code is put to work the efforts of all fundamentalists 

and opponents of Modernism will be stifled.  The “broad religious truths” of the Modernists such 

as “the Universal Fatherhood of God” and the “Universal Brotherhood of Man” could never be 

opposed and shown to be false. 

He contends, too, that this code destroys the very purpose of it, namely, to sponsor 

religious freedom.  Those who conduct independently religious broadcasts, such as the Old-

Fashioned Revival Hour, will have to get off the air.  And those religious organizations who 

depend upon the funds they gather by soliciting money in their broadcasts will be ruined. 

The writer further contends that protests to the National Association of Broadcasters will 

be of no avail.  The only effective force to combat the new code is to bring the protest to 

Congress through our representatives there.  Congress should be demanded to take the matter in 

hand and destroy this evil power that chains religious freedom. 

The article of Mr. McIntire is too lengthy to quote, neither is that necessary.  The above, 

we believe, is a faithful resume` of the article in brief. 

In the main, we agree with the article, and the question is forced upon us: In how far will 

this affect the broadcasting as it is being considered.  How soon will it be when our stations will 

notify us that our contracts have been terminated?  Is not this the beginning of the end, when 

Antichrist will begin to speak and demand that all true Christian opposition be put down?  

Whatever may be the significance, it will be interesting to see what the effects will be in regard 

to this “New Code.” 



 

* * * * * * 

 

Protestants will fight New Jersey’s New Constitution….. 

In the Christian Beacon to which we referred in the preceding article we read also 

another article which should prove to be interesting to those acquainted with the recent debate in 

the Christian Home and School magazine dealing with the question: Should Parochial schools 

share in the State funds to pay transportation of school children to their respective schools? 

The article acquaints us with the fact that through Roman Catholic influence the matter 

was brought to the attention of the legislature of the State of New Jersey.  A committee for the 

Revision of the State Constitution has completed its task, and will submit it to the voters of the 

State in the November election. 

The article further calls for the support, both morally and financially, of another 

committee, known as the Taxpayers Committee for the Separation of Church and State.  Its aim 

is to get every county to organize immediately, using radio, sound trucks, newspapers, 

billboards, letters and other means at their command to defeat the adoption of the new 

constitution.  The main appeal is set forth in two paragraphs which read as follows: “Several 

thousand dollars are needed at once if we are to keep the Roman Catholic Church from dipping 

its hands into the State treasury.”  “Protestants in every county and town of New Jersey, get busy 

now!  Don’t wait!  Organize!  And dig down deep!  Religious liberty is precious.  It is going to 

cost us something—but a whole lot more if we lose this fight.” 

The question we have in mind is: If the revised constitution passes the approval of the 

majority of voters, how soon will they attempt to bring this legislation to the States of Michigan, 

Illinois and Iowa? 

However, it is our opinion that as far as our Christian School children are concerned, who 

are neither children of the State not to be classified a parochial, it will make no difference.  We 

believe in independence.  We will continue to pay our own way. 

 

* * * * * * 

 

Should the N.U.C.S. Take Over Calvin College?----- 

Such is the question raised in the September issue of the Christian Home and School 

magazine.  Evan Observant is not of the opinion that Christian Schools should be Church 

schools, though, as he says, there is some feeling in the board of the National Union of Christian 

Schools that such they become. 

The opinion of Evan Observant is rather that the N.U.C.S. should take over the whole 

field of education, from the kindergarten thru the university.  Calvin College, he intimates should 

become the university and Junior Colleges should be established in various communities.  Then, 

like the Roman Catholic School System, we should have the control of the entire education of 

our children. 

I wish Evan Observant would have been so kind as to say what they would do with 

Protestant Reformed young people who aspire to higher education in the present set-up.  Another 

question that could not be suppressed is: Suppose that not only Calvin College but also the whole 

present system of Christian education would come under the complete control of the Church (for 

that is the Roman system), would this not be a mighty force to impel us to have our own parental 

schools? 
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