Qonsolation

Magazine




Contents

Freedom 3
Statement 5
Daily Ceremon 5
Findvin and Opinion 5"
Tdentification 6
Constitutional Questions 7
Hiastory 8
Basis of Belief 9
The Flag 1¢
Divine Precedenta 11
Cruel Experiment 12
Totalitarian Zeal 12
God or State 13
Loyalty 14
Falge Patriotism or Righteousness? 14
Compulsory Flag Saluting and Its Results 17
Orgl Argument 19

On Liberty of Expression 25
In Sehool — In the Press . 25
It Sounds Rather Bad . 25

Bomething About Flowers 26

In Devastated Poland a7

The Fuebrer Trend 28

British Comment '

Fears of Religionists 28
A Nuneaton Viear 29
General 30
Evacunation 31

Published every other Wednestay by
WATCHTOWER BIBLE AND TRACT SOCIETY, INC,
117 Adame 5t., Brooklyn, N. Y., U. 8. A.

Edltor Clayton J. Woodworth
Businoas Manager Nathath H. Knorr

Elva Cents a Copy
¥1 & year in the United States
$1.25 to Canada and all other countriss

NOTICE TO SUBSCRIBERS

Ramlittances: For dyour own arfety, remit by postal or
sxpress money order. When coln or currency g lest
if1 the ordinary malls, there {n no redress. Remittances
Ifrotm countriea other than those narned below may be
made to the Brooklyn offlce, but ondy by intarnational
poatal money ordar,

Renerft of A new or renewal subscrlﬁvt!on will ba ac-
knowladged only when requested. Notlce of Explration
i5 2ent with the journpel one month belfore suhseription
axblres. Please renew promptly to avold lons of copies.
8and ohanps of addreas direct to us rather than to the
post office. Your request shoizld reach us at least two

waeks before the date of issus with which {t {s to take

affect. Bend your old as well as the new address, Coples
will not be forwarded by the post office to your new
sddress unless axtra podtage is provided by yon.

Pubilbhed alao In Afrikaans, Bohemian, Danish, Duteh,
Finnish, French, German, (3reek, Hungarlan, Ja
nese, Norwegian, Polish, Portuguese, Slpa.nish. Swed ah,
Uhratnian; also epecial Australlan edition In Engliah.

OFFICES FOR OTHER COUNTRIES

England 34 Craven Terrace, London, W, 2
Canada 40 ITrwinh Avenue, Toronto 5, Ontario
Austratia 7 Bereaford Road, Strathfleld, N.B.W.

South Afrlca 622 Boston House, Cape Town -

Entered ag second-class matter at Brooklyn, N. Y.
under the Act of March 3, 1879,

2

Appetizers

Panning the Nitwit

A country housewife in the north of Eng-
land was busy with her washing when she
found that she was short of a prop for her
clothesline. Calling her hushand, she ordered,
“Gang away oot an’ scrounge a clothes prop
for me.”

The husband went out and found one he
thought suitable, but it had no fork af the top
for holding the line, so he asked a neighbor
to lend him a stepladder. _

“A’ want to get to th’> top o’ th’ prop to
cut & V in’t,” he explained.

His friend looked at him with disdain.
“Ye are th’ kind o' mon that gets some folks
a name for bein’ daft!” he grumbled. “What
do ye want a stepladder for to cut a V in th’
prop? Haven’t ye th’ sense to lean it against
th’ side o’ th’ hoose an’ cut it with a saw oot
o’ th’ bédroom window ¥’—Knou.

Why Not?

A colored preacher had made a visit to an-
other c¢hurch of the same denomination, and
was introduced by the regular preacher as
follows: “Brothers and Sisters, the speaker
for .thig afternoon is from the - eolored
congregation. While his skin’s a different color
from that of ours, I assure you his heart is
g9 white as yours. Rev. -——" Sometime
thereafter the time came for the white preach-
er to address the colored congregation, and
was introduced by the colored minister with
the words: “Breddern and Sistern: It affords
me the extremest pleasuh to introdues the
speaker from , and I wants to .explain
that though his skin ain’t the same color -as
the odders heah, his heart is as black as any
of yourn.” '

The Fall Choir

The familiar song of the tiny cricket, which
is less than an ineh long, can be hedrd for a
mile . . . the ereature makes this sound, not
by rubbing his legs together, as is commonly
believed, but by rubbing his rough wings to-
gether over his head. . . . Only the male
crickets are musieal. . . . The females make
no sound, and because the females have ears
in their forelegs many believe the males are

-singing to their mates when they produce thetr

strident notes.—Kellygram.
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Freedom

ELATIVELY, which is of the greater

importanee, freedom of badily action or
freedom of ennscience in the worship of Al-
mighty God? The Dred Seott Case involved
the former; the Compulsory Flag Saluting
Case involves the latter.

The Dred Scott Case has ldng been famons
in America. Dred was a Negro slave in the
custody of Dr. Emerson, his master, in Mis-
souri, where slavery was legal. Dred was taken
to the State of Illinois, where slavery was
illegal. He was afterwards returned to the
State of Missouri and reclaimed by his orig-
inal master. Francis P. Blair, Jr., a famous
8t. Louis, Missouri, lawyer, brought snit in
behalf of Dred, claiming that by reason of his
being taken to a free state Dred became a free

citizen and eould not again be returned to
slavery and treated as a slave. The case was
before the courts for years. The adoption of
the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States settled the matter.

Since the Dred Scott Case there has been
no case of equal importance before the Ameri-
can courts until that of the Compulsory Flag
Saluting Case originating in the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania. The style of the ease
there was Gobitis vs. Distriet Sehool Board of
Education of Minersville.

The State delegated to the sehool board
the power to make rules and to punish dis-
obedience of such rules by expulsion.

Walter (Gobitis, a native-born ecitizen of
Pennsylvania, is the father of two children,

The Bupreme Court of the United States

Left to right: Associate Justices Owen J. Roberts, William O. Douglas, James Clark MeReynolds, Stanley F.
Beed, Chief Justice Charles Evans Hughes, Associate Justices Felix Frankfurter, Harlan F. Stone, Frank

Murphy ard Hugo L. Black—Wide World Photos.

MAY 29, 1940
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Lillian and William, whom he sent to the
publie school in obedienee to the law of Penn-
sylvania which eompels attendance at publie
schools. (lobilis, a consecrated follower of
Christ Jesus, had taught his children obedi-
ence to the Word of Jehovah God. Both the
father and the minor children had eonse-
erated themselves 1o God by entering into a
eovenant solemnly to be obedient to the will
of Jehovah God. The School Board made and
enforced a rule which required the children
daily to indulge in & ceremony of saluting the
American flag by going through certain fixed
performances. The Gohitis ¢hildren refused to
indulge in such ceremony bnut stood silent,
assigning as the reason therefor that they
were in a covenant to do the will of God and
for them to indulge in the religious ceremony
of flag saluling was against their eonsecience
and in direct violation of the law of Almighty
God recorded as follows: “Thou shalt have
no other gods before me. Thou shalt not make
unio thee any graven image, or any likeness
of any thing that is in heaven above, or that
is in ihe earth beneath, or that is in the water
under the earth: thou shalt not bow down
thysell to them, nor serve them: for 1 the
Lord thy (God am a jealous God, visiling the
iniguily of the {athers upon the children unto
the third and fourth generation of them that
hate me.” (Exodus 20:3-5) For such act of
insuhordination in refusing to salute the flag
they were expelled from school, The father,
Waller Gobitis, instituled a suit against the
board of education to compel the reinstate-
ment of his minor children. The suit was be-
gun in the United States Distriet Court for
. the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. At the
hearing of the case, the testimony, which was
not disputed, showed that the children are in
a covenant o do the will of Almighty God
and conscientiously believe that their disobe-
dience to His law as above quoted would re-
sult in their eternal destruetion. Upon hear-
ing all the evidence the Ihstriet Court held
that the rule of compulsory flag saluting is

unconstitutional. An appeal was taken to the

United States Cirenit Court of Appeals, which
latter eourt affirmed the judgment of the Dis-
triet Court. The School Board appealed to the
Supreme Court of the United States. An array
of celebrated lawyers appeared in the case,
filing briefs in the Supreme Court of the
United States. On behalf. of the Pennsylvania
School Board there appeared Joseph W.
Henderson, John B. MeGurl, Thomas F.
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Mount, George M. Brodhead, Jr., of the Phila-
delphia, Pennsylvania, Bar.
In charge of the case for respondents
{(Gobitis and his children) were the following:
Joseph F'. Rutherford, of the New York Bar;
Hayden C. Covington, of the San Antonio,
Texas, Bar;
Harry M. McCaughey, of the Philadelphia
Bar,

So important is this case regarded that the
American Bar Association by resolution di-
reeted its Committee on the Bill of Rights to
file a Bricl as Amicus Curiee, and the follow-
ing noted lawyers prepared and filed such
Brief, to wit:

Douglag Arant (of the Alabama Bar);
Zwechariah Chafee, Jr. (of the Rhode Island
Bar); Grenville Clark, Chairman {of the
New York Bar) ; Osmer . Fitts {of the Ver-
mont Bar}; Lloyd K. Garrison (of the Wis-
consin Bar) ; George 1. Haight (of the Tllinois
Bar); Monte M. Lemann (of the Louisiana
Bar) ; Ross .. Malone, Jr. {of the New Mexico
Bar) ; Burton W, Musser (of the Utah Bar) ;
Joseph A. Padway (of the Wisconsin Bar};
Chartes P. Taft (of the Ohioc Rar).

The American Civil Liberties Union also
filed a Brief dmicus Curice against the com-
pulsory flag saluting, the lawyers aeting in
that behalfl being, to wit:

(reorge K. Gardner (of the Massachusetts
Bar}; Osmond K. Fraenkel {of the New York
Bar) ; Jerome M. Britehey {of the New York
Bar); Arthur Garfleld Hays (of the New
York Bar) William . Fennell (of the New
York Bar); Alexander H. Frey (of the Penn-
sylvania Bar).

Mr, Henderson on behalf of the appellants,
the 8chool Board, stressed the following
points:

The resolution of the School Board re-
quiring pupils to salute the flag was law-
. fully adopted, and the expulsion of the

(Gobitis ehildren was within its power and

authority.

The expulsion of the (Gobitis children did
not violate any right under the Constitution
of the United States,

. 'The expulsion of the Gobitis children did
not violate any right under the Constitu-
tion of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

The refusal of the Gobitis ehildren to
 salute the national flag at sechool exercizes
" heeause they bélieved to do so would violate

the writien law of Almighty God as con-
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tained in the Bible was not founded on a
religious belief.
The Brief on behalf of respondents (Go-

bitis and children) is so outstanding and com-.

pelling in favor of the free exercise of con-
science and worship of Almighty God that
Consolation quotes from it as follows:

Statement

Warter Gosrris and his two minor chil-
dren, respondents herein, are native-born
American eitizens residing at Minersville,
Pennsylvania; the two minor respondents at-
tended the pubhc school at Minersville, Penn-
sylvania.

In the year 1935 the Mmersvﬂle Sehool
Board promulgated the following rule, to wit:
“That the Superintendent of the Minersville
Publie Schools be required to demand that all
teachers and pupils of said schools be re-
quired to salute the flag of our country as a
part of the daily exerecises. That refusal to
salute the flag shall be regarded as an act of
insubordination and shall be dealt with ac-
cordingly.”

DAILY CEREMONY

Eaeh day at the opening of the school exer-
cises the teachers and pupils of said school
perform a certain ceremony in the following
manner, to wit : Standing, each one places the
hand over the breast and then with the right
hand outstretched toward the flag specific
words are repeated: “I pledge allegiance to
my flag and the Republic for which it stands,
one nation indivisible, with liberty and justice
for all.” (R. 82)

The form of salute is very like that of the
Nazi régime in Germany.

While this eeremony was being performed
the two Gobitis children stood in respectful
gilence but dechned to participate in the cere-
mony mentioned. Their reason for not par-
ticipating in the eeremony of saluting the flag
was and is that they conscientiously helieve
that by so doing they would violate the law
of Almighty (God, which infraction would in
due time result in their loss of everlasting life.
Their father had so taught them from infaney.
(R. 51, 82, 83)

Walter GOblt!S, the father, iz a follower of
Jesus Christ having made a solemn covenant
to do the will of Almighty God. (R, 48, 49)
He has taught his infant children to likeiwise
follow’ Christ Jesus by being obedient to the
law of Almlghty God, as set forth in the Bible,
MAY 29, 1940

and they too had entered into a covenant to
cbey the law of Almighty God whose name
alone is Jehovah. (R. 50, 82) The two minor
respondents were always diligent fo obey
every rule of the school exeept the rule relat-
ing to the formal saluting of the flag as above
stated. Respondents willingly -and diligently
obey all the laws of the state when such laws
do not conflict with the law of Almighty God.
The minor respondents were expelled from
the school, and henece denied the privilege of
attending the publie school. This suit at equity
was brought by respondents to enjoin the
School Board from enforeing the rule as to
the two infant respondents. The United States
Distriet Court granted the relief prayed.

FINDINGS AND OPINION

At the request of plaintiffs (respondents
here) the trial conrt entered of record findings
of fact and conclusions of law of which the
following is a part, to wit:

“That plaintiffs are members of an unin-
corporated association of Christian people
designated as Jehovah’s Witnesses; that each
and every one of Jehovah’s Witnesses has en-
tered into an agreement or covenant with
Jehovah God, wherein they have conseerated
themselves to do His wili and to obey His
commandments ; they aceept the Bible as the
Word of God, and conscientiously believe that
a failure to obey the precepts and command-
ments laid down therein will in due time re-
sult in their eternal destruction. Plaintiffs
and all of Jehovah’s Witnesses sincerely and
honestly believe that the act of saluting a flag
contravenes the law of A1m1ghty God in this,
to wit:

“{a) To salute a flag would be a viola-
tion of the Divine commandments stated
in verses 3, 4 and 5 of the twentieth chapter
of Exodus of the Bible, which read as fol-
lows, to wit:

‘Thou shalt have no other gods before me,
Thou shalt not make unto thee any graven
image, or any likeness of any thing that is
in heaven above, or that ig in the earth be-
neath, or that is in the water under the
earth ; thou shalt not bow down thyseif to
them, nor serve them .. .°?

in-that said salute signifies that the flag is
" an exalted emblem or image of the govern-

ment and as such entitled to the respeet,
~-honor, devotion, obeisance and reverence of
_ the saluter.
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“(b) To salute a flag means in effect that
the person saluting the flag aseribes salva-
tion and protection to the thing or power
which the flag stands for and represents,
and that ginee the flag and the government
whieh it symbolizes are of the world and
not of Jehovah God, it is wrong to salute
the flag, and to do so denies the supremacy
of Almighty God, and contravenes His ex-
press comhmand as set forth in Holy Writ.

“That the said Lillian Gobitis and. William
Globitis did not and were conscientionsly un-
able to salute the flag because their religious
beiiefs and manner of worship forbade such
galute, and the giving of sueh salute was in
contravention of and in confliet with the com-
mands of Almighty God, as they sincerely
believed.

“That the sole reason for the said expulsion
and their subsequent inability to attend classes
at the said school was the refusal by the said
Lillian and William Gobitis to salute the flag
as required by the regulation of the Board of
" Eduecation hereinbefore referred to.

“That the acts and eonduct of defendants
in excluding the minor plaintiffs from the pub-
He schools of Minersville eannot be juatified
under the police power of the state in that
the failure and refusal of said minor plaintiffs
to salute the national flag in accordance with
the provisions of said regulation eould not and
did not in any way prejudice or imperil the
public safety, health or morals or the prop-
erty or the ‘personal rights of their fellow
citizens.”

The finding of the District Court was for
plaintiffs; appeal was taken to the United
States Court of Appeals for the Third Cir-
euit, which court affirmed the judgment of the
Distriet Court. The opinion of the United
States Distriet Court for the Eastern District
of Pennsylvania is reported at 24 F. Supp.
271 (R. p. 120).

The opinion of the United States Cireuit
Court of Appeals for the Third Cireuit is re-
ported in 108 F. (2) 683 (R. p. 182).

IDENTIFICATION

The opinion filed in the Appellate Court for
the purpose of identifying respondents quotes
(R. 161) from Professor Elmer T. Clark’s
book The Small Sects in America, p. 58, 59.
Manifestly Professor Clark was not fully ad-
vised with reference to the group with whom
respondents are associated. For that reason,
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and that respondents may be properly identi-
fied, the following statement is made:

Jehovah’s witnesses are not a sect, small or
great. No man organized them. They have no
human leader. They are a group of Chris-
tians who have covenanted to be obedient to
the will of Almighty God, which requires them
to give festimony te the name of Jehovah.

All persons who covenant to do the will of
Almigﬁty God, who do His will, and who wor-
ship and serve Him as eommanded, are Jeho-
vah’s witnesses; and this is true without re-
gard to denomination. Jehovah's witnesses ara
not a recently organized group.

The apostle Paul, one of Jehovah’s wit-
nesses, sets fdorth at Hebrews 11:1-40 the
names and a brief history of a number of Jeho-
vah’s witnesses, showing that Jehovah’s wit.
nesses have been on the earth for more than
fifty eenturies and long before any sects were
known. The propheey of Almighty God re-
ecorded centuries ago, and addressed to all
persons who are in a eovenant with Him and

.who sincerely serve Him by declaring His

name, says: “Ye are my witnesses, saith the
Lord, that T am God.”—-Isaiah 43 10-12.

Christ Jesus is the (Great Witness to the
name and kingdom of Jehovah, the Almighty
God. The Bible designates Him as “The Faith-
ful and True Witness”, {Revelation 1:5;
Revelation 3:14) Before the Roman governor
Jesus said that He came to earth to bear wit-
ness 10 the truth and that His followers must
likewize be witnesses. {John 18:37; John
15:27) Recognizing the ohligation upon all
Christians or covenant people of God, the
apostie Peter wrote that all such must follow in
the footsteps of Christ Jesus, bearing witness
to the truth, (1 Peter 2:21) Those who worship
Jehovah God in spirit and in truth have com.
mitted to them the testimony concerning Jeho-
vah, His name, and His kingdom, and heneé
all such are Jehovah's witnesses. (Revelation
12:17; Matthew 24:14) Such Christians are
found in many denominations.

CHRISTIANITY means o be obedient to the
law of Jehovah, the Almighty God. (Hebrews
10:7; Psalm 40:6.-8) There is one Chris.
tianity. There are many religions practiced
in defiance of God’s law. The fundamental
law of Ameriea declares that there shall be no
diserimination between any of such nor any
interference with regard to religion or with
persons in their worship of Almighty God
but that each shall worship according to the

CONSOLATION



dictates of his own conscience as long as the
exeroise of such right does not endanger pub-
lic safety or infringe personal rights.

Respondents are sincere Christians, eon-
scientiously endeavoring to obey Almighty
(GGod &nd to worship Him in spirit and in truth,
a8 commanded by Him,

CONCEDED

It is conceded by the petitioners in the in-
stant case:

{1) Thet respondents are sincers, conscien-
tious and honest in their belief that they are
witnesses of Jehovah God, and have eovenant-
ol to obey God, and that they believe that
their refusal to obey God’s commandments
will result disastrousiy to them.

{2) That the flag of the United States i3 &
symbol of the government. (R. 94)

(8} That the respondents sincerely, con-
seientiously and honestly believe that their
perticipation in the eeremony of saluting the
flag, as required by the regulation of the
Minsrsville public school, would violate the
law of Almighty God, as set forth in the
Rible.

CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTIONS

FIRST: The rule promulgated and en-
forced by the Minersville School Board com-
- pelling respondents to participatle in the cere-
mony of saluling the flag and the act of said
School Board in expelling the minor respond-
ents from said school, because of refroining
from saluting the flag, are violative of the

rights guaranteed fo respondents by Article

One, Section Three, of the Constitution of
Pennsylvania, to wit:

“That the general, great and essential prin-
ciples of liberty and free government may be
recognized and unalterably established, we
declare that . . . .

*Sec. 3. All men have a natural and inde-
feasible right to worship Almighty God ac-
cording to the dictates of their own con-
seiences; no man can of right be compelled
to attend, ereet or support any place of wor-
ship, or to maintain any ministry, against his
consent; no human authority ecan, in any case
whatever, control or interfere with the rights
of conscience and no preference shall ever be
given by law to any religious establishments
or modes of worship.”

SECOND: The rule made by petitioners'
School Board compelling the minor respond-
MAY 9, 1840

enis to daily ticipate in the ceremony of
saluting the flag, and enforced by expelling
them from said school because of declining to
salute the flag, viclates the Fourteenth Amend-
ment of the Constitution of the United Statfes,
to wit:

“No State shall make or enforce any law
which shall abridge the privileges or immu-
nities of eitizens of the United States; nor
shall any State deprive any person of life,
%iberty, or property, without due process of
aw.,)

FOR ARGUMENT
Point I

The vifal question in the instont case is this:
Shall the creature man be free to exercise hia
conscientious belief in God and his obedience
to the law of Almighly God, the Creator, or
shall the creafure man be compelled fo obey
the low or rule of the State, which law of the
State, as the creature conacrentiously believes,
*ié 1'3 direct conflict with the law of Almighty

od? :

In brief the issue may be stated thus:

The arbitrary totalitarian rule of the State
versus full devotion and ohedience to the
THEQCRATIC GOVERNMENT or King-
dom of Jehovah God under Christ Jesus His
anointed King.

This honorable court takes judicial notice
that the Holy Bible is the authoritative Word
or law of Almighty God, given for man’s
instruetion in righteousness. - (2 Timothy
3:16, 17) The highest legal authorities have
held that the law of God is supreme, (Church
v. United Stales, 143 U. 8. 457) :

The law of God “is binding over all the
globe, in all eountries, at all times. No human
laws are of any validity if contrary to this;
and such of them as are valid derive all their
force and all their authority, mediately or
immediately, from the original.” (Blackstone
Commentaries, Chase 3d ed., pages 5-T)

“No external authority is to ;%ace itsel? be-
tween the finite being and the Infinite when
the former is seeking to render homage that is
due, and in a mode which commends itself
to hig conscience and judgment as being suit-
able for him to render, and acceptable to its
object.” (Cooley’s Constifutional Limitations,
8th Ed., page 968) o

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania was
established by men who recognized the su-
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premacy of the law of Jehovah God. The pre-
amble to that Clenstitution, and Section Three
af Article One, definitely prove this point.

The original thirteen states of America
uwnanimously adopted a Deelaration, which
we call the Declaration of Independence, and
wherein are employed these words, to wit:
“We hold these truths to be self-evident: that
all men are created equal; that they are en-
dowed by their Creator with certain inalien-
able rights; that among these are life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness.”

Liberty necessarily embraces the right of
the individual to exercise his conscience and
that without interferenee. Chief Justice Gib-
gson in Commonwealth v. Lesher, 17 8. & R,
155, in diseussing the right of conseience with-
in the meaning of the Pennsylvania Constitu-
tion, amongst other things said, that the right
of conscience is: “A right to worship the Su-
preme Being according to the dictates of the
heart. To adopt any creed or hold any opinion
whatever on the subject of religion; and to do
or forbear to do any act for conscience’ sake,
the doing or forbearing ({o do} of which is not
prejudicial to the public weal”

Judge Maris, in delivering the opinion of
the trial court in the instant case, said:

“In these words that cminent jurist
[Justice Gibson] clearly stated the prin-
ciple which underlies the Constitutional
provision of the state, and whieh is one of
the fundamental bases upon whieh our na-
tion was founded, namely, that individuals
have the right not enly to entertain any re-
Ligious belief but also to do or refrain from
deoing any act on conscientious grounds,
which does not prejudice the safety, morals,
pfeperty or personal rights of the peo-
ple. . ..

“On the contrary, that regulation [of
the School Board], although undeubtedly
adopted from patriotic motives, appears to
have become in this ease a means for the
persecution of children for conseience’ sake.
Qur beloved flag, the emblem of religious
liberty, apparently has been used as an in-
strument to impose g religious test as a

condition of receiving the benefits of publie

education. And this has been done without
any compelling necessity of public safety
or welfare. . . ., In these days when reli-
gious intelerance is again rearing its ugly
head in other parts of the world it is of the
utmost importance that the liberties guar-
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anteed to our citizens by the fundamental
law be preserved from all éncroachment,”
(R. 18, 21, 22)

As an example, totalitarian governments,
such as the Hitler régime, deny Jehovah God
and Christ Jesus and adbpt the religion of
Hitler. In obedience thereto all citizens in Ger-
many are required to salute and to “heil”
Hitler, and thereby impute to him supreme
rulership, protection, worship and salvation.

A rule which eompels school children to
daily partieipate in a formal ceremony, to wit,
placing the hand over the heart, stretching
forth the hand toward the flag and at the same
time repeating words of reverence and devo-
tion, thereby reeognizing the State as the
sovereign, higher or supreme power, and at-
tributing to the State protection and salva-
tion, is a form of religious worship. Enforeing
such rule against pupils or children is thereby
compelling them to adopt and practice & re-
ligion. Such rule is clearly in violation of
Artiele One, Section Three, of the Constitu-
tion of Pennsylvania, and of the Fourteenth
Amendment of the Constitution of the United
States. _

Compelling citizens to violate their con-
seience is onc of the chief runles enforeed hy
the (lorporaie or Totalitarian States. The
corporate state is recognized and held as the
superior or supreme power. It is called the
“higher powers”. In view of the tendeney of
the nations to return to the totalitarian rule,
and therefore to adopt and practice religion
in opposition to Jehovah God and His govern-
ment, it is well and fitting to briefly review the
history of compulsory religion, and which
discloses a clear distinetion between religion
eénczi the conscientious worship of Almighty

od. .

HISTORY

The first totalitarian government, which
was organized shortly after the flood of Noah’s
day, adopted and praecticed religion compel-
ling men to defame the name of Almighty God.
Nimrod, the ruler, set himself up as the higher
or supreme power, above and before Almighty
God. He compelled the people to recognize
him as the state or sovereign ruler to be obeyed
rather than Almighty God. His action was in
defiance of Almighty God. {Genesis 10: 8-10)

- Thereafter other totalitarian governments

were organized, ruling the people of their
respective nations, and each of such-adopted
’ CONSOLATION



and practiced a religion in defiance of Al-
mighty God. Within those governments there
were a few men who refused to bow down to
Or recognize any human power ag supreme or
above Almighty God ; because of such refusal
they suffered martyrdom. The Bible declares
that such men were witnesses to the name of
Almighty God, and hence are called JEHoO-
var’s WITNESSES. Their names are set forth
in the Scriptures in eonnection with their
heroic deeds as examples for other witnesses to
follow.—Hebrews 11:1-40; Hebrews 12:1,2.

Jehovah God selected the descendants of
Abraham and organized them as a people for
His name to bear testimony to His name and
" kingdom. God led them out from the nation
of Egypt, a corporate or arbitrary State, and
led them into the land of Canaan, where de-
mon religion and totalitarian rule also pre-
vailed. (God warned the Israelites to shun the
practice of religion of that people of Canaan
because it wonld be a snare unto them. (Deu-
teronomy 7:4,16) The Israelites were the
covenant and typical people of Jehovah God,
{Exodus 19:5) God gave to them His law to
safeguard them from idolatry, that is, from
the worship of ereatures.” (Galatians 3:19)
The law of God never changes. (Malachi 3: 6)
All persons who have entered into a covenant
with Jehovah God are subject to the same law
that applied to the Israelites—1 Corinthians
10:11; Romans 15:4.

God’s law, given to and which applies to
all of Hig covenant people, states: “Thou shalt
have no other gods before me. Thou shalt not
make unto thee any graven image, or any like-
ness of any thing that is in heaven above, or
that is in the earth beneath, or that is in the
water under the earth; thou shalt not bow
down thyself to them, nor serve them; for I

the Lord thy God am a jealous God, visiting .

the iniquity of the fathers upon the children
unto the third and fourth generation of them
that hate me.”—Exodus 20: 3-5.

BASIS OF BELIEF

Petitioners, in support of the School Board
rule, say: “While the members of Jehovah’s
witnesses may mistakenly believe that salut-
ing the flag contravenes the law of God as set
forth in the twentieth chapter of Exodus, it
does not follow that such pupil’s refusal to
galute the flag is based on a religious belief.”
_ 'This raises the question, What is a religious
belief ¥ Based upon the Bible the proper defi-
MAY 29, 1940

nition of religion is this: A formal ceremony
of reverence, adoration, devotion, or praise,
practiced or indulged in by human ereatures
and directed toward, or bestowed upon, a
higher power, real or supposed, thereby at-
tributing to such higher power sovereignty,
protection and salvation, is a religion, When
such ceremony ignores the specific command-
ment of Almighty God, that ceremony is idol-
atry.—Matthew 15:1-9; Aets 17: 16-29 ; Rev-
elation 19:10; Exodus 20:12; Tsaiah 29:13;
44:8-10; John 4: 23.

The foregoing Bible definition of religion
is further supported by what follows: Paul,
at one time a Pharisee and as such a practi-
tioner of religion, said: “I am a Pharisee,
[and] the son of a Pharisee” (Acts 23:6)
When before King Agrippa he said: “After
the most straitest seet of our religion I lived

a Pharisee.” (Aets 26:5) After Paul became

a Christian and the apostie of Jesus Christ
and one of Jehovah’s witnesses, he wrote these
words, to wit, recorded in the Bible at Gala-
tians chapter ene: “For ye have heard of my
conversation in time past in the Jews’ religion,
how that beyond measure 1 persecuted the
church of God, and wasted 1t; and profited
in the Jews’ religion above many my equals
in mine own nation, being more exceedingly
zealous of the traditions of my fathers.” (Ga-
latians 1:13, 14) Religion is taught by the tra-
ditions of men. Christianity is taught by Jesus
Christ, based entirely upon the Bible, which
is the Word of God.—Matthew 15:1-9,

A rule which eompels school children daily
to participate in a formal eeremony by placing
the hand over the heart {which is the symbol
of loving devotion) and then extending the
hand in a salute to a flag, a symbol of the
State, and at the same time repeating formal
words by which the State is recognized as the
“Higher Power” and thereby attributing to
the State protection and salvation, is compel-
ling those children to adopt and practice a re-
ligion. If sueh children are in a eovenant with
Jehovah God to obey His will, that formal
ceremony or practice is compelling such chil-
dren to praetice a religion and idolatry con-
trary to the commandments of Almighty God,
which Divine commandments such children
conscientiously believe and rely upon.

This honorable court has repeatedly held
that the individual alone is privileged to de-
termine what he shall or shall not believe. The
law, therefore, does not attempt to settle dif-



ferences of ereeds and confessions, or to say
that any point or doctrine is too absurd to be
believed. That rule was laid down more than
one hundred years ago by the Pennsylvania
gourts in Schriber v. Rapp, 5 Watte 351, 363,
30 AM, Dec, 327.

As early as 1784 a like question was before
the House of Delegates of the State of Vir-
ginia. Mr. Jefferson prepered s Bill: “For
entablishing religious freedom.” In the pre-
amble of that Act religious freedom is defined
and in which the following appears:

“That to suffer the civil magistrate to
intrude his powers into the field of opinion,
and to restrain the profession or propaga-
tion of principles on supposition of their
ill tendeney, is a dangerous fallaey which
st once destroys all religious liberty, it is
declared that it is time enough for the
rightful purposes of civil government for
ite officers to interfere when principles
break out into overt acts against peace and
good order.”

This honorable eourt in Reynolds v, United
Siefes, 68 U. 8. 145 (162), adopted that rule
89 the law of this country,

Will any court attempt to say that respend-
ents mistakenly beliove what is set forth in the
twentieth chapter of Exodus in the Bible?
The belief of respondents is not based upon
conjecture or a myth. Respondents’ belief is
based strictly upon the Bible. The minor re-
spondents from their infanecy have been
teught by their father to rely upon the Bible,
In the testimony of respondent Lillien Gobitis
she quotes this text from the Bible: “Little
children, Keep yourselves from idols.”” {1 John
£:21) (R. 83) These children testified that
they had covenanted to do God’s will, A per-
gon who i3 in a ecovenant to obey the command-
ments of Almighty God, and who stubbornly
refuses to obey, is declared guilty of idolatry.
(1 Samuel 15: 22, 23) Respondents conscien-
tigusly believe these statements thus made in
the Word of God, and they rely upon them
a8 their guide.

THE FLAG

Is the saluting of the flag of any earthly
government by a person who is in a covenant
to do the will of God a form of religion, and
which constibutes idolatry?

In Halter v, Nebraska, 205 T. 3. 36-41, this
honorable court held that the flag “is an em-
blem of sovereignty”.
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To mahy persons the saluting of a national

flag means nothing. To a sincere person who

believes in God and the Bible as His Word,
and who is in a covengnt to do His will, it
means much. To sueh person “sovereignty”
means the supreme authority or power. Many
persons believe that “the higher powers”, men-
ticned in the Bible at Romans thirteen, means
the Sovereign State, but to the Christian this
means only Jehova.lh God and Christ Jesus,
Hig ancinted King, The Higher Powers, 10
whieh all must be subjeet,

Concerning the flag The Encyclopedia
Americana, Volume 11, page 816, says:

“The flag, like the cross, is sacred, . . . The
rules and regulations relative to human atti-
tude toward national standards use strong,
expressive words, as, ‘Service to the Flag’
. . . ‘Reverence for the Flag, ‘Devotion to
the Flag.”

Webster's International Dictionary defines
the words above used as follows:

“SACRED, set apart by solemn religious cere-
mony.”

“DEvoTIioN, a form of prayer or worship,”

“REVERENCE, veneration, expressing rever-
ent fecling, worship.”

“SALUTE meany to greet with a kiss, to bow
and courtesy, the uncovering of the head, a
clasp or wave of the hand or the like . . . to
honor formally or with ceremonious recogni-
tion.” (Century DicHonary, page 5321)

“To erEET with a sign or welcome, love or
deference, as & bow and embrace, or & wave of
the hand.” {Webster)

It is conceded that the flag is a sy mbol of
the State, an image which represents the State.

Under the word “image” this definition i
given by Webster’s Dictionary: “Image, In
modern usage, commonly suggests religious
veneration.”

According to the Bible: “Bow down to a
symbol or image” includes all postures or
attitudes toward the image. Even a kiss. (See
1 Kings 19:18; Hosea 13:2; Job 31:25-27.)

Any token of reverence is a bowing down
to. (See Webster’s Infernational Dictionary
under the word bow.)

1t appears from the recognized lexicogra.
pherg that saluting the flag is a religious for-
malism. According to the Bible thers eannot
be the slightest doubt about it, beeause by such
salute there is bestowed upon the image or
thing, reverence, devotion, and a form of
prayer or worship, and which thing or image

CONSOLATION




or that which it represents is regarded as
sacred. '
Respondents sineerely believe the Word of
God and conscientiously believe that saluting
# flag is a violation of His law. Any willful
disobedience to the divine law to fhem means
complete or eternal destruction. “For Moses
truly said unto the fathers, A prophet shall
the Lord your God raise up unto you of your
brethren, like unto me; him shall ye hear in all
things, whatsoaver he shall say unto your. And
it shall come to pass, that every soul, which
will not hear that prophet, shall be destroyed
from among the people.”—Acts 3:22, 23,

DIVINE PRECEDENTS
The coneclusion or belief of respondents is
not their interpretation of God’s law. Jeho-
vah God interprets His own law and records
the meaning thereof. If they believe the Bible

they cdnnot “mistakenly believe” that salut.

ing a flag is religious. Relative to idolatry the
following precedents are cited from the Bible,
showing that respondents have a clear basis
for their belief and action.

The totalitarian ruler of the empira of
Persia promulgated a rule that all persons of
the realm must bow down to Haman, Morde-
cai, a Jew, and one of the eovenant people of
(God’s typical nation (and therefore one of

Jehovah’s witnesses), refused to bow down to.

Haman, as it i3 written : “Mordecai bowed not,
nor did he reverence to Haman,’ Because of
his disobedience to the totalitarian ruler’s com-
mand, preparation was made to hang Morde-
cai, Beecause of Mordecai’s faithful devetion
to Jehovah God he was saved from death.—
Esther, chapters 3, 4, and 5.

Ancther divine example is that recorded in
the prophecy of the third chapter of Daniel.
The totalitarian ruler of Babylon made an
image and set it up and issued a decree that
at a given signal all persons should bow dewn
to that image. Three Hebrews of the covenant
people of God, held in bondage within the
realmn of Babylon, refused to bew down, pre-
ferring to obey the law of Almighty God, as
recorded in Exodus the twentieth chapter, and
take the consequences. For such refusal to bow
they were cast into the fiery furnaee with the
intent to destroy them. Because of their faith-
fulness to Jehovah God He delivered them
from that fiery furnace, They were therefore
witnesses to Jehovah, bearing testimony to
the supremacy of His name and to His power.

The Jewish nation was in a covenant to do
MAY 29, 1940

the will of Jehovaeh (Jod. They were His typ-
ical people, Zedekiah the king of that nation
broke his covenant, made himself an arbitrary
ruler, turned to idolatry by practicing religion
of the heathen nations, led most of the people
of Israel into idolatry, and for that reason the
ngtion fell: “And they served their idols;
which were & snare unto them.”—Psalm
106: 36; Ezekiel 21: 26, 27.

Respondents are in a covenant to do the
will of God and they sincerely and conacieni
tiously beliave that if they break that covenant
they must suffer complete loss of life. Neither
the government of Pennsylvania, nor the
United States, or any other earthly govern-
ment, can give life to man. Jehovah God is
the fountain of life. (Psalm 36:9) ‘Salvation
belongeth to God alone’ (Psalm 3:8) Re-
spondents thus sincerely believing have no
aiternative. If they would live they must obay
God, beeause disobeying means their destruec-
tion. They are therefore commanded not to
fear what man may do to them. To all covenant
people the ecommandment is given: “And
fear not them which kill the body, but are not
able to kill the soul ; but rather fear him which
is also able to destroy both soul and body in
hell.” Matthew 10:28,

Barly settlers of America fled to this land
because of arbitrary and oppressive rule, the
enforcement of which violated their conscien-
tious belief and God-given rights. The found-
ers of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
were of such and therefore were Jehovah’s
witnesses. This matter i3 well covered in the
opinion of Judge Clark, in the instant case.
(R. 176)

“The econstitutional guaranty of religious
liberty eovers above all the two eardinal pointg
of worship and doctrine, the two forms in
which the uncontrollable facts of faith and
opinion find their principal outward expres-
gion; it includes secondarily also customs,
practices and ceremonies, which even where
they do not form direetly a part of worship,
gre prescribed by religion.”

Freund, Police Power, p. 497,

The rule of the Minersville School Board
promulgated and enforced in the instant case
is a form of religion, and hence violative of
the Constitution of Pennsylvania and of the
Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution of
the United States. It denies the free exercise
of conscience,

From Nimrod till now all totalitarian rulers
have put the State above or before Almighty
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God. They have operated and ruled in defianee
of Jehovah God’s supreme law. Such nations
in their order, and in the march of time, have
perished,

In recent vears the totalitarian method of
rule has again raised its head with blighting
results, In many of the European states the
liberties of the people are gone. The poliey of
saluting flags and “heiling” men is a move-
ment to compel the people to recognize the
State as before or superior toe Almighty God.

If u person desires to selute the flug or to
“heil” men, that 45 1118 privilege and no human
power can properly inferfere with his so do-
g, Bul there is a VAST DIFFKRENCE between
such a person and the one who has made a
solemn covenant o he obedient fo Almighiy
(God, the breaking of which covenant is 1porL-
ATRY. Respondents are in a eovenant to he
obedient to Almighty God; and this is con-
ceded. They sare conscientious in their belief
and practice. That is coneeded. In all good
conscience they render ohedicnee to the laws
of the stale, when such laws do not violate
God’s law. They fully recognize and helieve
that one who voluntarily breaks his covenant
with Jehovah will suffer everlasting destrue-
tion.

Appropriate hereto is the language of Judge
Maris in the trial court:

“In thesc days, when religious intoler-
ance is again resring its ugly head in other
parts of the world, it is of the utmost im-
portance that the liberfies gunaranieed to
our citizens by the fundamental law he
preserved from all eneroachment.”

1t 1s not the prerogative of any court to de-
cide what a man shall or shall not conseien-
tiously believe, Any contrary rule would de-
stroy the liberty of conscience. Tt is the duty
of the law-making bodies to stand by and fully
support the Constitution, instead of trying to
destroy what the Constitution guarantees.

CRUKL EXPERIMENT

The modern-day compulsory flag saluting
as g daily exerecise or ceremony in the public
schools is clearly an experiment. The nation
has existed for more than a ventury without
any such enforced rule or even the thought
thereof. Te expel little children from sehool,
and deny them the opportunity of an educa-
tion because they refuse to violate their con-
geicnee, is wrong and is cruel and unusual
punishment. “No cruel experiment on any
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living creature shall be permitted in any pub-
lic school of this Commonwealth.”
24 Purdon’s Pa. Stat. Ann. See. 1554
Well has Judge Clark, in the instant ecase,
said,

“Compulsory flag saluting is designed to’
better secure the state by inculeating in its
voulhful citizens a love of country that will
ineline their hearts and minds 1o its more
willing defense. That particular compulsion
happens 1o be abhorrent to the particular
love of CGlod of the little girl and boy now
seeking our protection. One conception or
the other must yield. Which is required by
our Constitution? We think the material
and not the spiritual. Compulsion rather
than protection should be sparingly cxer-
elsed. Harm usually comes from doing
rather than leaving undone, and refraining
is gencrally not sacrilege. We do not find -
“the essential relationship between infant
patriotism and the martial spirit”

TOTALITARIAN ZRAL

Why this modern burning zeal eompelling
the saluting of flags and “heiling” of men?
Tt is a movement in support of Satan’s orig-
inal challenge to Jehovah (God that he, Satan,
could turn all men against God. (Job 2:5)
The Hitler totalitarian régime denounces Je-
hovah God, snatehes children from their par-
ents who worship Jehovah God ; imprisons or
kills the parents who persist in obeying Al-
mighty God. The flag saluting rule by school
children, adopted and enforced in the States
of Pennsylvania, New Jerscy and Massachu-
setts, are leading in that same direetion. Chil-
dren have been expelled from schools, taken
away from their parents, and committed to
reform sehools, and thus the sanetity of the
home broken up. Such is eruelty heaped upon
citizeny without any just vause or excuse.
(See Appendix A and B, )

Mr. Justice Brandeis, in the Olmstead case
(Olmstead v. United States, 277 U. 8, 479),
appropriate to this point stated : “The greatest
dangers to liberty lurk in ingidious eneroach-
ment by men of zeal, well meaning, but “lth-
out understandmg

In the case of Associated Pressv.N.L.R.B,,
301 U. 8,103, 141, 57 8. Ct. 660, 659, the fol-
lowing pertinent statement is made by Mr.
Justice Sutherland: “Do the people of this.
land-—in the providence of God, favored, as
they sometimes boast, above all others in the
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plenitude of their liberties—desire to pre-
serve those so carefully protected by the First
Amendment: liberty of religious\ worship.

. T If g0 let them withstand all beginnings
of encroachment. For the saddest epitaph
which ean be earved in memory of a vanished
liberty is that it was lost because its possessors
failed to streteh forth & saving hand while
yet there was time.” )

: GOD OR STATE

Since the day of Christ on the earth some
nations have put God above the State. Authors
of the Constitution of Pennsylvania and of the
United States were in that class. Modern-day
compulsory flag saluting is a retrograde move-
ment to return to the totalitarian rule and to
put the State above Jehovak God and ulti-
mately to turn the natlens and the people
against Jehovah God.

More than fifty centuries ago God gave His
Word that He will set up His kingdom, the
THEQCRATIC GOVERNMENT through
which all blessings shall eome to humankind.
(Genesis 22: 18-22) He is certain to make good
that promise. {Isaiah 46:11; Isaiah 55:11)
God’s Kingdom must be set up sometime, The

physical facts in the light of His sure Word

of prophecy strongly indieate that such time
is at hand. Totalitarian rulers, of which Nim-
rod, Stalin and Hitler are examples, openly
oppose the THEOCRATIC GOVERNMENT
under Christ, All opposers to the THEO-
CRATIC GOVERNMENT Jehovah GGod de-
nounces as wicked, and eoncerning which he
says: “The Lord preserveth all them that love
him; but all the wicked will he destroy.”—
Psalm 145: 20. .

By the decision of this honorable court in
Churkh v, Uniled Stafes, supra, “this is a
Christian nation”; which is an acknowledg-
ment that the nation puts Almighty God above
the State, and recognizes God’s law as su-
preme, The Constitution of Pennsylvania like-
wise recognizes God as supreme and guaran-
tees liberty of conseience and liberty of wor-
ghip to every person. The law of compulsory
flag saluting, as applied to persons who are in

a covenant to do the will of (God, such as re-
: Epondents in the instant case, takes away the

liberty of eonscience and 11berty to worship.

Such law carried to its finality leads the na-
tion to forget God and to return to the totali-
farian rule. Concerning this very thing Jeho-
veh God, the Supreme One, gives warning in
these words: “The wicked shall be turned info
MAY 20, 1940

hell, and ali the nations that forget God.”
—Psalm 9:17.

In this day ambitious men put the State
above Jehovah God, conspire against the King-
dom of God under Christ, and deny His su-
premecy. In that they are very unwise. Con-
cerning such conspirators Jehovah God says:
“He that sitteth in the heavens shall laugh;
the Lord shall have them in derision., Then
shall he speak unto them in his wrath, and vex
them in his sore displeasure.”—Psalm 2:4, 5.
"~ In this conneection, and eoncerning Christ
Jesus, the Head of His Kingdom, God further
says: “Yet have I set my king upon my hely
hill of Zion. . . . Ask of me, and I shall give
thee the nations for thine inheritanece, and the
uttermost parts of the earth for thy posscssion.
Thou shalt breuk them with a rod of iron;
theu shalt dash them in pieces like a potter’s
vessel.” (Psalm 2:6,8,9) Then to the rulers
of the nations, and particularly to those na-
tiens that claim to be Christian, Jehovah says:
“Be wise now, therefore, O ve kings; be in-
structed, ye judges of the earth. Serve the
Lord with fear, and rejoice with trembling,
Kiss [salute, worship] the Son [Christ Jesus,
the Theocratic King], lest he be angry, and
ye perish from the way, when his wrath is
kindled but a little. Blessed are all they that
put their trust in him,”—Psalm 2:10-12,

Pomr 11

The rule made and enforced by petitioners
compellmg children and teachers to indulge
in a ceremony of saluting the flag, is violative
of the Faurteenth Amendment of the Consti-
tution of the United States of America, .
to wit: “No State shall make or enforee any
law which shall abridge the privileges or im-
munities of the citizens of the United States,
nor shall any State deprive any person of life,
liberty or property, without due process of
law.” That rule certainly abridges the priv-
ileges of the respondents and deprives them
of liberty and property without due process
of law,

Walter Gobitis testified that he had taught

his children from infaney to believe the Bible,

and to obey God’s eommandments. The divine
law commands that all persons in a covenant
with Jehovah God must feach the law of Je-
hovah God to their children, as it is written:

“And what nation is there so great, that hath
statutes and judgments so righteous as all this
law, which I set before you this day{ Only
take heed to thyself, and keep thy soul dili-
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gently, lest thou forget the things which thine
eves have seen, and lest they depart from thy
heart alt the days of thy life; but teach them
thy sons, and thy sons’ sons.” (Deuterocnomy
4:8,9) Again, it is written in the Word of
Almighty God: “And, ye fathers, provoke not
your children to wrath ; but bring them up in
the nurture and admonition of the Lord.”
(Ephesians 6:4) To the children God gives
this commandment: “Honour thy father and
thy mother.”—Exodus 20: 12.

Approprigte to the divine rule above an-
nounced this honorable court in the ecase’ of
Meyer v, Nebraska, 262 U. S, 890, in eongider-
ing the liberty guaranteed to the citizen said:

“While this Court has not attempted to
define with exactness the liberty thus gunar-
anteed, the term hag received much consid-
eration and some of the included things
have been definitely stated. Without doubt,
it denctes not merely freedom from bodily
regtraint but also the right of the individ-
ual to contract, to engage in any of the
ecommon occupations of life, to aeqguire use-
ful knowledge, to marry, to establish a
home and bring up children, to worship
God according to the dictates of his own
conscience, and generally to enjoy those
privileges long recognized at eommon law
ag esgential to the orderly pursuit of happi-
ness by free men. .,

“The established doetrine is that this
liberty may not be interfered with, under
the guise of protecting the publie interest,
by legislative action which is arbitrary or
without reasonable relation to some purpose
}nrithin the competency of the State to ef-

ect. . . .

“Corresponding to the right of control,
it is the natural duty of the parent to give
his children education snitable to their sta-
tion in life; and nearly all the States, in-
cluding Nebraska, enforce this obligation
by ecompulsory laws.” '

Respondent Walter Gobitis has given heed .

to the Divine law and he has taught his minor
children, Lillian and William, to be obedient
to the Divine eommandments. The Miners-
ville School Board, by the rule promulgated
and enforced, compels the father Walter
Gobitis to refrain from teaching his children
10 be obedient to the Divine law, or otherwise
to deny his children the right to have an edu-
cation in the public sehools. Thus respondents
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are deprived of their liberty and properiy
without due process of law.

In the case of Plerce v. Society of Sisters,
268 1. 8. 510, this Court said:

“Under the doetrine of Meyer v. Nebras-
ks, 262 T, 8, 390, we think it entirely plain
that the Act of 1922 unreasonably inter-
feres with the liberty of parents and guar-
dians to direct the upbringing and educa-
tion of children under their control. As
often heretoforé pointed out, rights guar-
anteed by the Constitution may not be
abridged by legislation which has no rea.
sonable relation to some purpose within the
competeney of the State. The fundamental
theory of liberty upon which all govern-
ments in this Union repose excludes any
general power of the State to standardize
its children . . . the child is not the mere
creature of the State; those who nurture
him and direet his destiny have the right,
coupled with the high duty, to recognize
and prepare him for additional obliga-
tions.” (Pages 534-535)

LOYALTY

Should not all ¢itizens be loval to the coun-
try in which they live? Emphatically yes.
Jesus stated the correct rule, to wit: “Render
to Cmsar the things that are Cmsar's, and to
God the things that are God’s.” {Mark 12:17)
Caesar was the totalitarian, arbitrary ruler
representing the government of Rome. He
stood for the State. The Lord Jesus declared
that everything to which the State was en-
titled, such as payment of taxes, should be
rendered unto the State. He then added that
everything to which God is entitied shonld be
rendered unto God. Clearly that means that
Glod is supreme, that His law is above the law
of the State, and that laws of the State that
are in harmony with God’s law should be read-
ily obeyed. Respondents follow that rule. They
are diligent to obey every law of the State not
in confliet with the law of Almighty God. Any
rule or law enacted in the State of Pennsyl-
vania that is contrary to God’s law is void.

FALSE PATRIOTISM OR RIGHTEOUSNESS ?

Petitioners claim that the purpadse of salut-
ing the flag is to “Instil in the children pa-
triotisam and love of country.” But why limit
that compulsory rule to teachers and pupils
of the publie scheols? Why not require that
same ceremony in all the schoolsd Why not
CONSOLATION




apply the same rule to all officials of the Na-
tion and State, from the President and the

members of Congress down to the very least

and humblest citizen? The general answer
would be that the enforcement of such a rule
is ridiculous and nonsensical, The opinion of
the United States Cirenit Court of Appeals
{R. 157) quotes appropriately the following:

“Another form that false patriotism fre-
quently takes iz so-called ‘Flag-worship’—
blind and excessive adnlation of the Flag as

an emblem or image,—superpunctiliousness-

and meticulosity in displaying and saluting
the Flag-—without intelligent and sincere
understanding and appreciation of the
ideals and institutions it symbolizes. This,
of course, is but & form of idolatry—a sort
of ‘glorified idolatry’, so to speak. When
patrictism assumes this form it is non-
sensical and makes the ‘patriot’ ridiculous,”
Chap. 14, “Patriotism of the Flag,” Moss,
The Flag of the United Stafes, Its His-
tory and Symbolism, pp. 85-86,

Summary

Reaspondents herein are God-fearing, eon-
seientionsly endeavoring to obey the law of
Almighty God. The minor respondents, by the
law of Pennsylvania, are required to attend a
publie school.

The Minersville School Board rule would
compel respondents to violate their conscience
and to violate their understanding of God’s
law by indulging in the religious ceremony of
saluting the flag.

Because of that refusal the minor respond.
ents are punished by being expelled from
school, and thereby denied the privilege of a
publie-school education and denied an oppor-
tunity of obeying the law concerning attend-
ance at publie sehools.

The father of these miror children is there-
by deprived of his liberty and property with-
out due process of law.

God-fearing men of Pennsyh ania  who
wrote the Bill of Rights of that Cemmon.
wealth said: “We, the people of the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvama grateful to Almighty
God fer the blessings of eivil and religious
liberty, and humbly inveking His guidance,
do ordain and publish this Constitution.”
Thus those faithful men bore testimony to the
name of Jehovah God, and therefore were
JEHOVAR'S WITNESSES.

MAY 29, 1040

Compare their words of sincere and con-
scientious devotion to Jehovah God with the
words of the modern-day Pennsylvania legis-
lators and school boards, who say that school
teachers and c¢hildren must daily perform a
religions ceremony of saluting the flag or suf-
fer punishment for deelining to deo so.

It is therefore easy to see that the great
issue here is The CORPORATE STATE ver-
sus ALMIGHTY GOD. Shall Ameriea uphold
the prineiples of liberty of conseience and
freedom of worship of Almighty God as guar-
anteed by the Constitution of Pennsylvania
and of the United States, or shall the nation .
now turn its hack upon these constitutional
guarantees and follow the totalitarian rule of
putting the State above Almighty God?

THE STATE V8. GOD, which 1s the pre-
cise issue fo be determined in the instant case,
has never before been presented 1o this henor.
able court.

The eases involving eompulsery flag salut-
ing, decided by the State courts, have made no
distinction between persons in general and
those persons who are in a covenant to do the
will of Almighty (God. The State courts that
have upheld the rule of compulsory saluting
of the flag have elected to determine what is
the proper interpretation of the Scriptures,
and assuming that responsibility they have
said: “The act of saluting the flag of the Unit-
ed States is by no streteh of imagination & re-
ligious rite.”* In thus attempting to interpret
the Scriptures the State courty have exceeded
their authority.

It iz not the prerogative of any human
power or authority to interpret the Seriptures.
It is written, in 2 Peter 1: 20, that ‘no scrip-
ture is of private interpretation’. God slone
interprets the Seriptures, and those who are
able to read, and who believe the Bible, are
governed by whet it says. Counsel for peti-
tioners insist that respondents have “mistak-
enly interpreted the Seriptures”. In answer
to that we say that respondents have made no
ATTEMPT to interpret the Seriptures. They
sineerely and eonseientiously believe what is
stated in God’s Word.

Almighty God says eoncerning images and
symbols : “Thou shalt not bow dowh to them.”

* Nichols v. Lynn, 7 N.E, (2) 577, 580; People v,
Sandstrom, 278 N, Y, 523, 520- 30; 18 N.E (2) 840,
848, Leoles v. Landers, 184 Ga. .)85 192 S.E. 213,
222; Hering v, State Board, 117 N, 'J L. 455; 189
Atl, 629 Gabrielli v. chkerbacker, 12 Csl (2) 85;

- 82 Puc, (2) 391,
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That commandment is not subject to interpre-
tation by human creatures, be they judges of
courts or religious experts. No doubt is left in
the mind as to what is the meaning of those
' words, because God himself has given the plain
interpretation thereof.

The sole question, therefore, is: Does the
individual sincerely and econscientiously be-
leve what God has said? And if so, then that
individual alone has the right, under the Con-
stitution, to choose to obey his conscience,
based upon the Scriptures and instructed by
the Scriptures.

Men who are NOT in a eovenant to do the
will of God do attempt to interpret the Serip-
tures; but not so with God’s eovenant people.
For the purpose of guiding men who desire to
follow in righteousness the Lord God has
caused to be recorded numerous instances in
the Bible specifically interpreting the mean-
ing of Exodus 20:2-5. In reply to what the
State eourts and counsel for petitioners say
about “mistaken interpretation” we refer to
the following divine interpretation :

THE STATE required evervone to salute
or bow down to Haman. Mordecai, a man in
a covenant with (God, refused to obey that
order, Preparation was made to hang Mor-
decai. Because of his faithful obedience to his
covenant with Almighty God Jehovah saved
him from the gallows.-—Esther chapters 3, 4, 5.

THE STATE, at the instance of al! the po-
litical officials, made a law that no man be per-
mitted to present s petition (prayer) to any
one save the king, That rule prohibited Daniel,
a covenant man of God, from praying to Al-
mighty God. Daniel refused to obey that rule,
but publiely bowed down and prayed to Jeho-
vah God. For his offense against the State he
was cast into a den of lions. Becauge of Dan-
iel’s faithfulness to his covenant the Almighty
God Jehovah sent his angels from heaven who
delivered him from the lions, unscathed and
unhurt, (Daniel chapter 6)

THE STATE made a law that every man,
at a given signal, should bow down to a cer-
tain image. Meshach, Shadrach and Abed-
nego, they being of the covenant people of
God, refused to bow down, choosing to obey
God rather than THE STATE. For their
offense theyv were east into a red-hot furfiace.
Becauge of their faithfulness to Almighty God
and their covenant God delivered them from
the furnace unsinged. (Daniel chapter 3)
They did not need to interpret the Seriptures.
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They only needed to obey. They trusted in the
supreme power of the Almighty.

The prophet Jeremiah stood before THE
STATE charged with tfeason because he had
delivered God’s message of warning to the
rulers. His lifeblood was demanded. He re-
mained. faithful and true to God, reminding
his aceusers that if he was put to death his
innocent blood would be upon their heads,
Because of his continued faithfulness Al-
mighty God saved him from death.

Another prophet, Urijah, also stood before
the same authority charged with a like offense,
and his lifeblood was demanded. He became
fearful and fled, failing to trust in Jehovah
God. Ile was apprehended and put te death.
(Jeremiah chapter 26)

Why are these things recorded in the Bible?
God caused these instances to be recorded for
the guidanee of His eovenant people until the
world shall end ; and coneerning this it is writ-
ter in the Seriptures: “Now all these things
happencd unto them for ensamples; and they
are written for our admonition, upon whom
the ends of the world are come.” (1 Corinthi-
ans 10: 11} “For whatsoever things were writ-
ten aforetime were written for our learning,
that we through patience and comfort of the
seriptures might have hope.” (Romans 15: 4)
These words need no human interpretation,

Paul, at one time a member of the Supreme
Court at Jerusalem, according to his own tes-
timony, practiced a religion that led him to
persecute the followers of Christ Jesus. {Aects
9:1.22; QGalatians 1:1-16) Paul beeame a
Christian and therefore suffered much perse-
cution heeause of his faithful devotion to the
Lord, and proved himself a faithful witness
of Jehovah. Under inspiration from the Lord
he recorded at the eleventh chapter of He-
brews a long list of faithful mem who had
eovenanted to do the will of God, and who suf-
fered because of their faithful obedience to
that covenant. All of those men refused to
obey the law of the State that violated God’s
law recorded at Exodus twenty, This they did
conscientiously. All of those men received the
approval of Almighty God because of their
faithfulness. Recounting their sufferings it is
written in the Seriptures concérning them:
“0Of whom the world was not worthy.” All of
these received a good report through faith.
They had God’s approval, and thus God inter-
preted Exodus 20:3-5. (Hebrews 11th chap-
ter) _

CONSOLATION

- A——

"_v——-_'...‘




Attention is ealled to these instances re.
corded in the Bible for the purpose of showing
that respondents have made no attempt to
interpret the Seriptures, but have followed the
lead of the faithful men of God who have gone
before. They are conscientious and are faith-
ful and diligent to obey Almighty God. Only
the STATE COURTS HAVE ATTEMPTED
TO INTERPRET THE SCRIPTURES IN
THIS MATTER, which aceording to the fun-
damental law of the state and the supreme
law of Almighty God THEY HAVE NO
RIGHT TO DO.

The covenant people of Almighty God have
pledged their lives to Him. All sueh who re-
main faithful to their covenant are properly
designated Jehovah’s witnesses, A violation
of that covenant means to them loss of every-
thing. Therefore they have no alternative.
They must obey God. If the STATE and its
eourts insist upon interpreting God’s Word
and infliecting punishment upon those who
eonscientiously continue to obey God’s law,
then THE STATE must bear the responsi-
bility before Almighty God. For the covenant
people to obey Almighty God means to them
everlasting life, They desire to live, regardiess
of the suffering it may cost them, This rule is
not limited to any sect. It applies to all who
have made a covenant with Almighty God
whether that person be Catholie, Protestant,
Jew or (Gentile, bond or free.

Jehovah’s witnesses are here asking only
that they may be permitted to enjoy the lib-
erty and freedom granted to all by the funda-
mental law of the land. All persons who are
sincere in their obedience to Almighty God
trust Him implicitly as to the result, Confi-
dently we ask this Court to affirm the decision
of the Distriet Court and the Cireujt Court
of Appeals.

APPENDIX A

CoMPULS0RY FLa¢ SALUTING AND ITs RESULTS

Ezpulsions from the Pullic Schools

Children have been denied the right to sttend puhblic
achoola in the following states: .

.

California Massachusetta Oklahoma
Florida New Jersey Pennaylvania
Georgia New York Texas
Maryland Obio Washington*

- * Many other atates now join-the list. See T.S.
¢ C. A, opinion, Minersville, etc., v. Gobitis, 108 F.
{2) 683, firat sentence (R. p. 135). .
MAY 29, 1940

Addditional Punishments Inflioted on Children and

Parentz

Nemacolin, Pa. JoHN KvroLa, age 14, TFather
arrested and fired on truancy charge, to wit, for
failure to send his child to schocl after he had bheen
expelled from school. The father had sent the boy
regularly to school for quite a period of time, but
each day the boy would be sent home.

Grindstone, Pa., STANLEY BRACHNA, age 12, Was
knocked around by teacher; thrown apainst a desk;
hit; teacher tried to force him to salute by holding
up hig hand.

Nemacolin, Pa, Louls WILEOVICH, age 11. Whipped
and sent home from school, Parents arregted under
the troancy law.

Nemaeolin, Pa. MIEE EoroLY, age 9. Whipped.
Tried to foree him to salute,

Royal, Pa. CATHERINE KURNAVA, age 8, Tried to
force her to sslute.

New Ringpold, Pa. PauL JoNES, age 10. Punished
by teacher., Had to stand for the entire day.

Canonsgburg, Pa. ANNa PRrinos, age 13. Whipped
and choked by principal. Sent home with great welts
on back from beatings, No Canonsburg doctor would
teatify in court as to her condition. Pittshurgh physi-
cian had to be secured, Action brought against the
teacher, but under Pennsylvania law malice must be
proved, and apparently teaeher is not considered
malieious, no matter how hard the rod is applied.

Canonpsburg, Pa. PAULINE PRINOS, age 12, Whipped.
Threatened by prineipal with being sent to refgrm
school.

Canonsburg, Pa. RUTH GEORGE, age 13, Beaten and
taunted by principal. Needed medical aid. Called
‘tanarchist’’ by tencher.

Canonsburg, Pa, TIMOTHY (GEORGE, age 11. Beaten
by teacher, Carried marks of the beating for a week.
Threatened with incsrceration in reform school
Child’s health was upset so he could not eat and be-
came hysterical,

Secaucus, N.J. JoHN and FEiLa HERING. Thesa”
patents were charged under the truancy law with
failore to send children to sehool after they had been
expelled, Proof given in court that the children were
receiving equivalent education inm a private school.
Nevertheless parents were each fined five dollurs.

Atlanta, Ga. GEORGE LEoLEs, Hia danghter Dorothy
was expelled from school. 1lis place of business was
baycotted and picketed hy the Ku Klux Klan, He was
hounded by newspapera and various organizations
until his business was roined; threstened with de-
portation.

Bondsville, Mass. I6NA0E OPIELOUSEL His three
children were sentenced to county reform sehool for
failure to salute the flag. Cases were nolle prossed by
distriet attorney when appealed, Father was fined
forty dollars for failure to send them to school. Chil-
dren now in school, but, nevertheless, the fine wan
affirmed by the Superior Court on appeal,

Chicago, II!. MaRY SCHLORCHETKA. I'ined $200 or
given 8ix months in jail for refusal to salute the flag
at the command of an irate judge in court. Sentence
reversed by the Appellate Court.

New Weston, Qhio. Jonas E. JENKINS. His busi-
ness was boycotted; his children were threatened with
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incarceration by juvenile officials; had to move to an-
other community.

Ansonia, Ohic. Several children slapped, taunted,
- aed inspited in sehool.

TrACHEERS DISCHARGED
Cangasburg, Pa. Grace ESTEFR.
Henry Clay Towaship, Pa, Ira Bm®p.
Lynn, Mass. Cora M. FOSTER.
Quincy, Mass, ELizaBETE M, GRAHAM,

MoNESREN, Pa,

Jehovak'’s witnessea established a private acheol in
this town; rented e building, and put & tescher in
eherge. Eighteen pupils attend, Mayor James C, Gold,
of hEonessen, decided it was a ‘‘communiet’’ school.
Had the chief of police padlock it, and held the teach-
er incommunicado two days. Took as evidence of its
‘‘eommunistic’’ character cne song book, s Bible,
two small United States flaps, and & book explaining
the Bible, entitled ‘‘The Harp of God’’. The song
book taken is entitled ‘' Bongs of Praise to JEEOVAH’,
The school was opered and locked three different
timed; finally held open through securing an injunetion
againet the mayor and chief of police, After the in-
junction was secured bricks were throwa through the
achool windows on three different oceapions. A peti-
tion was circulated throughout the eommunity, pro-
testing ageinst the unlawiul actz of the mayor and
police; 146 of those engaged in cirenlating that E)Eti-
tion wers thrown into jn.if their petitions taken from
them, gnd they were found guilty of dirorderly con-
duct in Mayor Gold’s court, without any semblance
of u trial.

GATEE, PA.

Jehovah ‘s - witnesses established & private school,
which houses 38 pupils. Application was made to the
vourt for & corporation charter tc hold title to the
school property. This was refused because of prej-
uwidice on aecount of the fiag-eslute situation. The
children attending this school were expelled from the
public schools; their parenta were jailed for failure
to send them to achool; and, additiomally, the law
refuses the parents a charter whereby they can pro-
vide for their children private schocling as required
by law. :

- WABBINGTON STATE :

ELLIOT CHILDEREN were charged with being delin-
cgl.lents, and g petition was filed in court to remove
them from their parents. The court overruied the
petition,

OTEER CARER

In various places there has been mob sction; beat-
ings by police officials; loss of work by parents;
parents taken off ‘frelief’’ kst; boycotting; all on
account of children’s refusal to salute the flag. The
pumber of expulpions from school mow run intc the
bandreds.

APPENDIX B

PART OXNE
Extract from ¢‘fThe Germen Civil Code: Translated
snd Annotated by Chung Hui Wang, D.C.L.; Member
of the International Vereinigung fuer vergleichende
Rechtawissenschaeft und Volkewirtschaftatehre zu Ber-
lin; Member of the Socidté de Legislation Comparée;
11.-6){?;199;1: Stevens and Bous, Limited, Law Publishers,
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Per, 1666, <‘If the moral or ihyaieal weolfare of a
¢hild is endargered by the fact that the father abuses
his right to take care of the child’s person, or neglects
the ckild, or is guilty_of eny dishonest er immoral
conduet, the Guardianship Court shall take the neces-
pary meagures to avert the danger. The Guardisnship
Court may, e.g., order the child, for the purpuse of his
edueation, to be sent to a suitable family or an in-
stitution of education, or a reformatory ... *7

Par. 18909, ‘A eurstor is nppointed for a person
under parental power or guardianship, to take charge
of the affairs of which the parent or guardian is pre-
vented from taking eharge ... *’

ParT Two

Extract from ‘‘Deutsche Justiz’’ [Offcinl Gazette
of the German Administration of Law; Bulletin of
the Department o6f Justice] Berlin, November 26,
1937; Ausgebe A; No. 47; pege 1857; [Translation
supplied to the respondents by Dr. Anton-Hermann
Chroust; Ph.D.,, Munich; J.U.D., Erlangen; 8.1.D.,
Harvard; Formerly Sub-Judge (hefarendar} in Ba.
varia; Formerly Research Tellow at the Law Bchool
of Harvard University]

Note: The following is p eomplete transiation of
the above-deseribed periodical’s report of the case in
question, The matter is arranged in the pame order am
it appears in the report.

PARENTS WHO USE THEIR EDUCATIONAL INFLUENCE
ON THEIR CHILDHEKR IN SUCH A MANNER AB T0 BHING
THESE CHILDREX INTO OPEN CONFLIOT WITH THE NA- .
TIONAL HOOIALISTIC IDEa OF COMMUNITY ASUSE THEIR
RIGHT OF GUARDIANBHIP.

InsTRIOT COURT, WALDENEURG,
SILESIA, NOvEMBER 2, 1837,
— VIII, 185 —

Excerpts from the vatio decidendi:

The parenta of the children belong to the sect of
Internntionel Rible Btudents. Like all Bible Students,
this sect is concerned mot only with purely religious
mattera but also deduee from their religions prem-
ises the necewsity to demy the simplest ang wmost self-
evident duties towsrds the Siate and the German
people. Obatinately they refuse, even on soletnn ogea-
sions, to take part in the German salute, and by do-
ing so express thelr disagreement with the Brim:iplea
upon which the new German atate rests, Purposely
they put themselves outside of the German eommum-
nity. The father admits openly that even in case of
war he would refuse to take up armes. The hiIoaoP_hy'
which the parents espouse is inimical to the will to
resist by armed force, and, therefore, capeble of im-
peiring the foundations of the Btate. )

This conviction of the parenta ia slac {renemitted
to the children. Of course, the parenta have denied
this during the hearing; they bave declared that they
did not influence the children’s general view of life
{ Weltanachauung). But such sn attitude, aa encour-
aged by the Bible Bocieties, dominates the whole of
life. It is o matter of practical experience that such
a philosophy of life, expressing itself daily in the
nerrow family circle, infinences the children, even
though it is not put in express words. Indubitable evi-
denee hes alse been introduced to prove that in this
case such active influence actuelly exiats. The father,
when admonished by the tourt, bad tc admit that he
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had already been penalized for not sending his ehil-
dren to Nationsl Socinlistic festivals. The father, in
this connection, elso made the plansible statement that
his children did not care for such meeti end that
they themselves had expressed the desire to be excnsed
from going. This statement ouly goes to prove tha
strength of the influence which actually originates
from the parents; axd, furtbermors, the degres to
which the children have alrerdy succumbed to such
influenee.

Thips statement of fact compels us to the following
juristic considerations: -

1f parents through their own example teach their
children a philosophy of life which puta them info an
irreconcilable opposition to those ideas to which the
overwhelming majority of the German people adheres,
then this constitutes an abuse of the right of guard-
janship as ressed in Par, 1666 of the Civil Code,
This abuse of the power of guardianship endangers
to the highest degree the welfare of the children
inasmuch as it uwitimately leads to a state of min
through which the children will some day find that
they have cut themaelves off from the rest of the Ger-
man people, To avert auch danger the Guardianship
Court has to take the necessary steps according to
Par. 18856 of the Civil Code. A permanent remedy in
this respect can only be found if the right of guard-
ienship over the person is withdrawn from the parents,
because only through auch withdrawal we ecan be sure
that the evil educational influence of the parents is
eliminated and broken.

In accordance with the opinion of the Guardianship
Court, the following must be admitted: the law, as a
National Socialistic form of State order, entrusts
German parents with the right to educate only on con-
dition that this right is exercised in s manner which
the people and the State have a right to expect—a
condition which is not specifically expressed by the
law but which must be considered as something self-
evident, Here in particular we have to remember that
all education must have as its idesl aim the ereation
of the belief and conviction in children that they are
brothers forming a great nation; that they are molded
into the great union of the German people together
with all other German comrades throngh the same-
niesa of their fundemental ideas. Whoever in the
oxereise of a purely formal right to edueate hig chil-
dren evokes 1n those ¢hildren views which muat bring
them ultimately into eonflict with the Germaan com-
munity ideal does not comply with those self-evident
presuppoaitions. Therefore, out of purely genersl con-
siderations the right to educate must be denied to such
s person withont the necessity of having to refer to
the:i implicit presuppositions of Par, 1666 of the Civil
Code,

The Brief of the American Bar Associa-
tion with clearness ahd great force shows that
compulsery saluting of a flag is in violation
of the Constitution of the State of Pennsyl-
vania and the Fourteenth Amendment to the
Constitution of the United Staies. The legal
authorities eited and considered therein show
beyond all doubt that the State has no right
in Ameriea te eompel persons to violate their
congeience by adopting and practicing any
formel ceremony. After discussing at great
MAY 29, 1940 )

length the legal principles involved, the Brief
of these distinguished lawyers says:

“It follows that a recognition of this new
ground—the presumed promotion of loy-
alty and morale—as a basis for the over-
ruling of religious seruples would be a new
extension of legislative power. The present
dominance of totalitarian ideas in other
parts of the world suggests that an exten.
sion of legislative power in this direction
should be viewed with suspicion and, in
the absence of a showing of clear necessity,
should be condemned as a deprivation of
}ndividual liberty without due process of
aw.”

The Brief filed by the American Civil Lib-
erties Union is equally strong in its argument
against the eompulsory saluting of the flag.
With full approval their Brief quotes from
Judge Lehman as follows:

“The salute to the flag is a gesture of
love and respect—fine when there is real
Iove and respect back of the gesture. The
flag is dishonored by a salute by a child in
reluctant and terrified obedience to a com-
mand of seeular authority which eclashes
with the dictates of conscience. The flag
‘cherished by all our hearts’ should not be
soiled by the tears of a little child. The
Constitution does not permit, and the Legis-
lature never intended, that the flag should
be so Soiled and dishonored.”

Oral Argument :

Mr. Joseph W. Henderson, of the Philadel-
phia Bar, presented before the Supreme Court
the oral argument in behalf of the State of

‘Penngylvania and the School Board invoking

the ecompulsory flag saluting rule. The Ameri-
can Bar Association and the Civil Liberties
Unipn jointly selected George K. Gardner,
Esq., of the Law Department of Harvard
University, to make the argument in support
brief opposing the compulsory flag salut-

- ing. Counsel in charge of the case on bhehalf

of (Gobitis and children selected Joseph F.
Rutherford, of the New York Bar, to make
the oral argument before the Court. By the
courtesy of press reporter who made a report
of the speech we are privileged to have a copy
of Judge Rutherford’s speech, which we in-
sert as foliows:

May ‘it please the Court:

I think it due this Court, in view of what
counsel [for the School Board] has said and
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what appears in his brief, for me to briefly
say that the plaintiffs here called Jehovah’s
witnesses are not a geet or cult.

“Jehovah’s witnesses” really means every
man who testifies to the name of Jehovah God.
They have been in existence for five thousand
years, as shown by history and the Scriptures;
and that is true without regard to denomina-
tion of anyone who praectices Christianity.
They are not founded by any man. They have
no earthly leader.

[By Mr. Justice McReynolds: I am hearing
with diffieulty.]

. I am sorry, Mr. Justice McReynolds; may
I repeat then.

In fairness to this Court I should say Jeho-
vah’s withesses are not a sect or eult, Jeho-
vah’s witnesses are those who bear testimony
te the mame of Almighty God, whose name
alone is JEHOVAH. They have been in exist-
ence for at least five thousand years. The
apostie Paul, who was one time a member of
the supreme court of Jerusalem, in the
eleventh chapter of Hebrews submits a long
list of such men and calls them witnesses for
the Lord ; and these are set forth as examples
to everyone who follows in the footsteps of
the Lord Jesus.

The propheey of Isaiah, written more than
three thousand years ago, expressly calls all
men who are in a covenant to do the will
of God and who fulfill that covenant Jeho-
vah’s witnesses. Jehovah so names them Him-
self. It i fair to this Court that I state we
are not here representing some religious seet.
There have been Jehovah’s witnesses since
the founding of this nation, Every man who
has stood for God and His kingdom is one
of them.

The difficulty with the state courts that
have heard these cases is they have made no
distinetion whatever between those who are
devoted to God by a covenant and those not
devoted to Almighty God. The record in this
case shows that the father and the children
have made a solemn covenant to obey Al
mighty God and obey His law. That the father,
int obedience to the command in Deuteronomy,
had taught his children to obey the laws of
Almighty God. That they had done so. That
they acted in obedience to the commandment
in Exodus chapter twenty, that ‘thou shalt not
have any god besides Jehovah’. The reason
for the law is the life of it, az has been said.
What was the reagon for Jehovah giving such
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a law to His people, which law applies today
as it did at the time He gave it?

The reason was thiz: As history shows, a
totalitarian government was organized after
the flood of Noah’s day in defiance of Jeho-
vah’s Jaw. Its purpose was to turn people away
from @od and cause them to follow idolatry.
The Lord God gave His law to Israel, His
covenant people, not to everybody; only to
that nation. He gave it to them through Moges.
He declared:

“Thou shalt have no other gods before me.
Thou shalt not make unto thee any graven
image, or any likeness of any thing that is in
beaven above, or that is in the earth beneath,
or that ig in the water under the earth: thou
shalt not bow down thyself to them, nor serve
them.”

The Israclites were hound by that eovenant.
They must keep it or else they would die. In
First Corinthians, chapter ten, eleventh verse,
ag well as Romans 15:4, it is stated that all
these things were written aforetime for the
benefit of those Christian people who live upon
the earth at the end of the age. So the law
applies to all of such. It applies to Methodists,
Presbyterians, Catholies, or any other person
who practices the following of Christ Jesus
and who has made a covenant to obey God’s
law.

Now answering counsel for the other side,
as to loyalty : There never has been any ques-
tion among the Lord’s people coneerning their
loyalty. In that connection 1 want to read
from the record of the court helow.

The trial eourt in its findings of faet said:

“Plaintiffs are American citizens and honor
and respeet their country and state, and
willingly obey its laws, but that they never.
theless believe that their first and highest duty
is to their God and His commandments and
laws, and that true Christians have no alterna-
tive except to obey the Divine commandments
and to follow their Christian corvietions.

“That the said Lillian Gobitis and William
Gobitis did not and were conscientiously un-
able to salute the flag beeause their religions

beliefs and manner of worship forbade such

salute, and the giving of such salute was in
contravention of and in conflict with the com-
mands of Almighty God, as they sincerely
believed.” (Record, page 108)

“That the sole reason for the said expulsion

and their subsequent inability to attend classes

at the said school was the refusal by the said
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Lillian and William Gobitis to salute the flag
as required by the regulation of the Board.”
{Record, page 109) . .

I want fo angwer here about the Mormon
ease, There is no analogy whatsdever between
that case and this one. Of course, this Court
has held without any deviation from it that
where the practice of any religion interferes
with or endangers the state or personal or
private property, then the religious praetice
must yield to the state. This Court has never
held that consecience eould be coerced, and that
persons are required to obey the law of a state

~when that law violates God’s law within the
belief of the person who holds that belief,

Now these persons, being in a eovenant to do
God’s will and having agreed themselves to
do it, must obey what the Lord has said to
them ; and that is the only reason they decline
to salute the flag, They did no act of disre-
speet to the government or to the flag. They
merely stood silent and declined to have any-
thing whatsoever to do with the ceremony.
They followed exactly the rule announced by
the Lord Jesus himself, whom they .follow,
‘When the coin was presented to Him He said:
‘Render unto Caesar the things that are
Caesar’s, and unto God the things that are
God’s.” Things belonging to the state He illus-
trated by the payment of taxes.

The respondents here have never hesitated

to obey any law of the state. The father has
taught his children to be obedient to the laws
of the state. Therefore there is nothing in this
case except an effort on the part of the State
of Pennsylvania to enforee a rule which, in
my opinion and in the opinion of the court be-
low (and I borrow it from that court), is the
practice of the totalitarian government rather
than a republican government.
- T wish to refer to the record of this case
which bears the opinion of the court below, in
which Judge Clark used these words, that
‘the salute in this case is very like that of the
Hitler régime’. Then he quotes Hitler in these
words, footnote at bottom of page 156:

“ ... 1T consider them quacks. T dissolve
the ‘Farnest Bible Students’ [referring to
Jehovah's witnesses] in Germany ; their prop-
erty I dedieate to the people’s welfare; I will
have -all their literature confiscated.”

Now as to the salute here. It was the prac-
tice, as shown by the record, to place the right
hand over the heart (the symbol of loving
devotion), and them certain words are re-
peated. Nobody objected to the ‘words: Then
MAY 29, 1840

the hand iz extended, with the palm toward
the flag. The question then raised was, Is that
a religious practice or not?

‘We think it is an effort on the part of the
state, through the sehool board, to force a re-
ligious practice upon those to whom it is re-
pugnant; and that is what the court below
found. . -

As to whether or not this is a violation of
the Constitution, we raise the point that it is
a violation of the Fourteenth Amendment;
but if this rule had been inaugurated by the
United States it elearly would be in violation
of the First Amendment of the Bill of Rights,
While that point is not here, I merely mention
it to show that the state assumes to do what
is exaetly contrary to the Constitution of
Pennsylvania,

I want to eall attention to the constitutional
provision, Section 3 of Article I of the Con-
stitution of Pennsylvania, which provides that
“All men have a natural and indefeasible right
to worship Almighty God aecording to the
dictates of their own consciences; . . . no hu-
man authority can, in any ease whatever, con-
trol or interfere with the rights of conscience

. and no preference shall ever be given by
law to any religious establishment or modes

" of worship™.

The state here delegates to the sehool board
the power to make the rule, and certainly there
can he no objection to making rules as to teach-
ing loyalty to the children, loyalty to the
United States. There is no question about that.
When it comes to making a rule requiring
them to bow doewn to an image or salute an
image, which is exaetly the same within the
meaning of the Scriptures, that raizes the
point that causes us to violate the express
commandment of God written at Exodus
20:3-5. It constitutes idolatry. If after mak-
ing a covenant with God we willfully disobey,
then we are worthy of death. That is the plain
pronouncement of the Seripture written by
Peter at Acts 3:23, In that seripture (and
that is what the respondents believe) it is
stated, ‘The Lord thy (God will raise up unto
you a prophet ; him shall ye hear in all things
whatsoever he shall say unto you. And it shall
come to pass that every soul which will not
hear that prophet shall be destroyed from
among the people.” That applies specifieally to
those who have made a covenant with God.
The reason is made plain in the Seriptures.
God holds a man to his agreement. There is
written at First- Samuel 15:23 that stub-
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bornness in obeying God’s law constitutes
idolatry.

So this ig getting back to both sides of the
Bible, which we eall the Old and the New
Testament. In the New are the words of Paul,
that covenant-breakers are worthy of death.

These children have no alternative. The
wanted to go to school. They went to school,
They obeyed every rule of tha school until it
came to the rule about the image, the flag.
They sey it is an effort to put & doctrine or
prectice upon them.

I think the state courts in considering this
matter have not propetly considered what con-
stitutes religion, Philosophers have defined it.
Some law writers have atiempted to define

it. On page 13 of our brief a definition is set

forth based wholly on the Secriptures. I shall
read it with your permission:

“A formal ceremony of veverencs, adora-
tion, devotion, or praise, practiced or in-
dulged in by human ereatures and directed
toward, or bestowed upon, 8 higher power,
real or supposed, thereby eattributing to
such higher power sovereignty, protection
and galvation, is a religion. When such
ceremony ignores the specific eommand-
ment of Almighty God, that ceremony is
idolatry.”

That was defined explicitly and treated by
the apostle Paul in Galatians, first chapter.
Heretofore we have proceeded upon the theory
that “the higher powers” mentioned by Paul
in Romans thirteen refers to the politiesl
rulers. The Scriptures point out that Jehovah
(God and the Lord Jesus Christ are the “higher
powers”, Our duty first is to obey God and
then every law of the land whieh ig not in-
congistent: with His law.

As to whether or not the flag or saluting the
flag is a relipious ceremony, I wish to direet
the Court’s attention to the fact that this
honorable Court in Halter v. Nebraska held
that the flag is “an emblem of sovereignty™.

The Encyclopedia Americana, Volume 11,
page 316, says, “The flag, like the cross, is
pacred.” That doesn’t mean that we should

“not obey the laws the flag represents; but
‘when it comes to making the flag an egual to
" Ablmighty God, that is whet one in a eovenant
with Almighty Ged eannot do.

Further, the Americana Encyclopedia says,
“The rules and regulations relative to human
attitude toward national standards use strong,
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expressive words, as, ‘Service to the Flag,’
.+ . ‘Reverence for the Flag,’ ‘Devotion to
the Flag.’” .

Webster’s International Dictionary defines
the words nsed as follows:

“SA4CRED, set epart by solemn religious cere-
mony.”

“DEvoTIoN, & form of prayer or worship.”

“REVERENCE, veneration, expressing rever-
ent feeling, worship.”

“SaLUuTE means to greet with a kiss, to bow
snd courtesy.”

According to the Bible, First Kings 19,
bowing down to a aymbol includes any posture
or attitude toward that image, even a kiss.

These are definitions given by recognized
lexicographers, This Court will take judicial
notice of their standing; and such definitions
clearly show that saluting of the flag is & reii-
gious ceremony to those who are in a covenant
with Almighty God, not to others. The obliga-
tion is not on the world in genergl. If a man
has agreed to do God’s will, then he has no
glternative, If the state makes a law and says
he must do so, and he does so in violation of
his oath to Almighty God, then he will be
destroyed, as these children believe.

Various state courts believe the children
are not right in taking this poesition. That is
a matter for the individual to determine. The
courts will not go into the matter of whether
one may be competled to obey a role, whether
right or wrong. The courts will not go into
the guestion of defining religious beliefs.

I wish to confine myself fo certain points.
Professor Gardner, my colleague, will cover
other legal points. .

I wish to esll attention to precedents laid
down. Counsel for the other side states that
this i3 not a religious question, guoting one
of the state judges to the effect that ‘by no
streteh of the imagination can this be a re--
ligicus question’. 1 think in that they are en-
tirely wrong.

Then ecunsel said that if respondents here
are mistaken in their interpretation of the
Seriptures, still it doesn’t justify them to re.
fuse to salute the flag on the ground that it
is & religious rite. In answer to that I say that
respondents have not attempted at any time
to interpret the Scriptures, and cannet, Our
contention is that no human ereature on earth
has power to interpret the Secriptures. The
apostle Peter stated (Second Peter 1:20) that
‘seripture is not of eny private interpretation’.
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Almighty God himself maltes all the law and

He has interpreted it, and He has caused to

be written in His Word the interpretation

for men, women and children who have agreed
to do His will and anybody else who wants
to follow that rule, ’

~ 8o in this record there is cited a case de-

cided in Pennsylvania long ago and which is
reviewed in the opinion delivered by Judge
Maris, I will eall attention to these pree-
edents, Let me state this: This case is of snch
great importance that it strikes at the very
root of the United States Government and the
fundamental prineiples upon which it is estah-
lished. It is really a move of subtlety, whether
men who have to do with it know it or not,
to put the totalitarian rule in foree that was
put aside for a long while, substituting it for
& free people and a free government.

I call attention to this fact, that every man
who hag stood by his covenant that he made
with Almighty God has been protected by
Jehovah, And every man who has viclated that
eovenant hag received exactly what the Serip-
tures state, destruction. i

It was at the time of the Persian empire,
when the covenant people of Jehovah had been
teken over to that eountry, that the state
made the totalitarian rule that every man
should bow to Haman as he passed out the
gate. A Jew named Mordecai sat at the gate
at the direction of the king. He refused to
bow. He was sentenced to death. Beecause of
his faithfulness God delivered Mordecai.

Daniel was another of the Hebrews in a
covenant to do the will of Almighty God. The
state made a law that no man should present
a petition to anybody execept the king. There-
fore Daniel could not pray to his own God.
In deflance of that law and in obedience to
Jehovah God Daniel knelt at his open window

and prayed to God. He was brought to ecourt -

and found guilty and east inte the lions’ den.
Almighty God delivered him, unharmed,
Three other Hebrews, Meshach, Shadrach
and Abed-nego, wers required by the law of
the miate, a totalitarian one, if you please,
which praecticed a totalitarian religion, these
men were required that they should bow down
gt the sound of the music. They refused. They
gaid to the court, “We cannot be obedient to
that law; we must obey our God.’ They were
eagt into the fiery furnace. Becanse of their
faithfulness to Almighty God, He delivered
them unsinged.
MAY 20, 1040

The prophet Jeremish stood before the rul.
ing powers of Jerusalem, warning them of
God’s impending judgment coming upon the
nation, and pointing out the danger thereof.
He was sentenced to death and put into prison.

~ He stood firm and said, ‘If you take my life,

I am innocent; I represent God; if you take
my life the responsibility is on you.” The Lord
God delivered him. '

Another man, Urijah, exactly in the same
position, standing before the same suthority,
became friihtened and fled. God did not pro-
tect him. They brought him back and executed
him, The apostle Paul, at Hebrews 11, records
how those men testified to Jehovah God by
their own lifeblood, and then adds, “The world
was not worthy of them.” But they all received
a good report at the hands of Almighty God.
I say this is an interpretation of this law.
And it is such a high interpretation that the
state courts have no authority to attempt to
set it eside and to say it is not a religious
question. It involves the right and the priv-
ilege to obey Almighty God.

I call attention to the faet that Jehovah
(Glod, more than six thousand years ago, prom-
ised to establish through the Messiah a gov-
ernment of righieonsness. He will keep that
promise in due season. The present-day facts
in the light of propheey indicate that it is
near. There are many evidences. One ig this:
Singe 1918, when the World War ended, the -
apirit of totalitarianism has again come to the
front ; it has overrun Europe, and now is strik-
ing at the very life of the British Empire and
the British people. 11 is assaulting the walls
of the American Republie; and if a rule such
as the Minersville sehool board enforced can
be upheld, then all other rules similar thereto
may be made and enforced against people to
take away all liberty.

Today more than six thousand of Jehovah’s
witnesses linger in filthy prisons in the land
of Germany ; and only a few weeks ago a num-
ber of them were shot because they refused to
“heil” Hitler and bow to his dictates, because
they desired to be faithful to Almighty God.

In the State of New Jersey a law has been
recently passed, and one arrest made under
that law, that the father is guilty of a erime
becduse he teaches his ehild what the Serip-
tures say concerning the saluting of an image.
In & number of states children have been taken
away from their parents. I say that any rule
that iz made that forces the parent to disre-
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gard his own belief in the Word of God and
forces him to refrain from teaching his chil-
dren what the Lord commands him to teach
is depriving him of his liberty gnaranteed by
the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitu-
tion of the United States and is violative of
the Pennsylvania Constitution without any
question of doubt.

I am certain, if your honor please, if the
spirit of William Penn ruled the Common-
wealth of Pennslyvania today my opponent
would not be here arguing this case before this
Court. No such thought weuld come into the
minds of Christian people within that state.

He may say, Why don’t they obey and
salute the flag? They have no alternative,
They want to live. Their greatest desire is for
life and they believe that God, Jehovah, is the
only source of life. No one else can give life.
The State of Pennsylvania cannot give life.
The American Government cannoi, God made
thig law, as Paul puts it, to safeguard His
peeple from idolatry. That is a small thing,
you say. So wag the aet of Adam in eating
of the forbidden fruit. It was not the apple
that Adem ate, but it was his act of dischey-
ing God. The question is whether man will
obey Geod or abey some human institution.

" The respondents in this case have the great-
est desire to be loyal and faithful to ohey
every principle of the American government.
In obedience to the Divine eommandment set
forth in the law of God at Deuteronomy, the
father tried to teach his children the right
way, but now the school beard says, “You
ean’t do that. And if you do it and they obey
you, we will expel them.” I say, if your honors
please, that this question is of far more im-
portance than merely the putting of a few
children out of school for refusing to salute
the flag. As the Court below well said, ‘Acts
of omission seldom result in anything wrong,
but wrongful acts of commission are the things
that should be restrained.’ These children
committed no wrong ; they did nothing. They
stood silent in respect to the ceremony and all
present. I remind this Court (it is hardly
necessary that I do so) that in the case of
Church v. United Stafes this Court held that
Ameriea is a Christian nation ; and that means
that Ameriea must be obedient to the Divine
law. It also means that this Court takes judi-
cial notice of the fact that the law of God is
gupreme. And if a man eonseientiously be-
Yeves that God's law is supreme and conscien-
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tiously deports himself accordingly, nc hu-
man authority ean contrel or interfere with
his conscience.

In the marble above where this honoraeble
Court sits the builders inserted a slab con-
taining ten numbers which I presume repre-
sents what is known in the Secriptures as the
ten commandments, That is a splendid recog-
nition of the Divine law, and the courts of
America should follow it. The founders of the
government of the United States and those
who wrote the Constitution of the United
States likewise recognized Jehovah God and
His law as supreme. The writers of the Con-
gtifution of the State of Pennsylvania also
acknowledged the supremacy of Jehovah God
and His law. Therefore, those men, as shown
by the very language of the Constitution, both
of the United States and of Pennsylvania, °
were witnesses for Jehovah.

I may be permitted to call attention to this:
that at the opening of every session of this
Court the crier announces these words: “God
suve the United States and this honorable
Court.” And now I say, God save this honor-
able Court from committing an error that will
lead this people of the United States into a
totalitarian class and destroy all the liberties
guaranteed by the Constitution. This is 2 mat-
ter that is sacred to every American who loves
Goed and His Word, The members of this
Court respect Jehovah God, and T assume that
they are desirous of serving Him, beeause in
no other way can anyone gain life. The Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania can grant life to
no one. The United States of America can grant
life to no one, becguse Jehovah God is the
fountain of life. “Salvation belongeth to Jeho-
vah.” The respondents in this case conscien-
ticusly relied upon the Bible, Their conscience
iz not to be controlled or interfered with by
any human power, as stated by the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania in itz own Constitu-
tion. Therefore the decision of the trial court
and of the Court of Appeals should be affirmed
and thus make the members of this Court
witnesses to the name, majesty, and suprem-
acy of “the Most High, whose name alone is
JEHOVABR”.

The Ameriean people will await with keen
interest the opinion of the Supreme Court,
which opinien no doubt will have a wide in-
fluence throughout the nation. _

In our next issue of Clonsoletion we will con-
sider this Case editorially.
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On Liberty of Expression

In School -
® For quite & long time I have been wishing
for an opportunity to write on religion. At
length that time came, when my English
teacher gave tHe class such an assighment that
this desire of mine was made possible,

I wrote a composition of about three hun-
dred words, stating that religion is a snare
and a racket of the Devil; and this composi-
tion also included a very effective witness on
“life after death”. My composition was mixed
in with the papers of the other students and
they were then passed out to he read by the
students. One girl absolutely refused to read
mine, with the excuse that her eyes were bad
and that she had left her glasses at home.
(For these twelve weeks of school, as yet I
have not seen her wearing glasses.) Finally
one girl read it to the class of over twenty-five
students,

My teacher told all the class, as soon as my
composition had been read, that there was free
speech in the school and that if one person
could express himself “religiously”, so could
the rest, Later she told me that my composi-
tion had dumfounded her and that she was
greatly surprised that someone was actually
doing some thinking in that school. She said
she had always been interested in the philoso-
phy of religion. I told her that this was not
man’s philosophy, but the truth as it came
direetly from the Bible, man’s greatest an-
thority for truth and happiness. My teacher
(a Pirst Presbyterian), upon hearing that I
studied the Bible by means of Judge Ruther-
ford’s books, econsented to read Emnemdies, if 1
would bring it to her. I ask her now and then
how she is getting along, and she gays she is
enjoying the book.—A high-school student in
Ohio.

In the Press -

# Jechovah's withesses cannot help but laugh
at that stuffed shirt of reaction called the
Chicago Tribune. The Tribune, and every
other newspaper publisher, is for free speech,
because that is all there is to the newspaper
business, but it is also fer Big Church, because
it is itself Big Business in the extreme. It has
not the nerve, the honesty or the courage to
put up a real fight for free speech, and when
the battle for free speech was won by Judge
Ruthérford and Jehovah’s witnesses its re-
MAY 29, 1840

action was comical in the extreme. It did not
wish to give any honest eredit (and this was
the general position of the Press) but it could
not help but say something; so this is what
it said:

The defense of the freedom of the press in the
courts hes generally been & defense of obscure and
unimportant men and of publications for which
The Tribune had little or no regard. It was chvious,
however, to us if not always fo others that if such °
publications could be censored or suppressed no
citizen eould feel secure im the protection of the
first amendment. As an institution, The Tribune
i3 now nearly a century old.

It Sounds Rather Bad

4 It sounds rather bad to hear that one re-
porter in Finland sent out a wonderful story
about & Finnish soldier at Petsamo who
climbed & fir tree and shot down 67 Russians
single-handed, when it so happens that at that
point in the Aretic plains there are no fir trees.
Also, it sounds rather bad that Robert Magi-
doff, Moseow correspondent for the London
Daily Express, resigned rather than send in
lies which he was ordered to send, but which
lies were published® anyway over his name.
Looks as if the time for the housecleaning of
the press were almost here.

An Jowa Proofreader’s Break

€ In a two-column story of the wedding of
Miss Ruth McManness and Arthur Lanritsen
the Estherville, Towa, Daily News explained
to a startled world that, to quote exactly as it
read: “The Rev. ate relatives and friends.”
The Seriptures speak of the elergy as dumb
dogs, and it is true that dogs will sometimes
worry themselves frantie over a bone, but isn’t
it something new for the main gazabo at a
wedding to turn on the bride’s relatives and -
bite big holes in them?

What Is 2 Newspaper?

4 At Los Angeles, California, Federal Dia-
triet Judge Yankwich ruled that a publica-
tion is none the less a newspaper because it
may not have a large paid-up circulation or
even any paid-up circulation at all. The ecity
of Pomona had undertaken fo prohibit distri-
bution of any newspapers not admitted to the
mails as seeond-class matter, but had ne power
to make such a diserimination,
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Something About Flowers

OW the Lord must love the flowers: He

made so many kinds, and ell so astonish-
ingly artistic and beautiful in shape and color!
Don’t expeét much on this: the subject iy too
big. The dahlia has the floor, with more than
10,000 varieties on the market, embracing
every color, size, form, and some varieties that
hold their heads high ten days after the stem
is cat. It is a native of Mexico. The American
Dahlia Society has over 2,000 members. A
single plant will sometimes produce solid.
colored flowers of two entirely distinot colorg
and-at the same time various combinations of
these two colors.

The chrysanthemum was onece a weed on the
hiilsides of China. This ought to make one
take off his hat to the unknown weed. Who
knows what its fature may be? The Japanese
cultivated this flower some eighteen hundred
vears after it hed been known in China, In
1860 a Japanese lad, formerly a stowaway,
but taken home and educated by a kindhearted
American sea captein, suddenly popularized
the chrysanthemum by sending to his bene-
factor & chrysanthemum stock which subse-
quently sold for $1,500; en unheard-of price
in those days. One man introduced more than
2,000 varieties. The chrysanthemum gome-
times flowers even in December, and lives and
smiles after all the dahlias have been frozen
{o death.

Many espable men have devoted their lives
to rose enlture. It is well established that there
ig an oeeasional plant of green roses, with the
roses 30 gbsolutely green that they can hardly
be teld from the foliage.

The daisy or “Day’s eye”, once called the
Marguerite, has many varieties and many
names, including some bad names that some
farmers call them. At Roife, lowa, some years
ago, a bunch of vellow daisies distinguished
themselves by growing from the trunk of a
box-elder tree eighteen feet from the ground.

The peony ! What a flower! It came from the -

east via Persia to Greece, where it gave the
land of Paeonia its name and also left its
name ‘paean’ to mark a song of praise to the
Creator, It is itself such a paean. Florists
often keep them for weeks in cold storage.

The iris, a blessing from Japan! It has been
known in Americs for eighty yeara. And there
were German and native varieties earlier. A
marvelously beautiful thing, .
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Carnations! Seme can remember when
Thomas W. Lawson paid $30,000 for a earna-
tion to bear his wife’s name. Newer and finer
varieties appeared long since.

Geraniums! A heavy frost last night. The
garden was white this morning, but not every-
thing was slain. Still in bloom are the coreop-
sis, aster, petunis, zinnia, gaillardia, and gera.
niums with blooms more than three inches
across.

Poinsettia! In Florida these marvelous
bursts of flame rise to a height of fourteen
feet. It is a native of Mexieo, but is also found
in South India. It suffers from cold winds,
but even after it has lost all its leaves ite
brilliant and beauntifu! fowers remain perfect
and glorious examples of the (reator's hand-
iwork. The milky juice of the poinsettia, and
its bountiful supply of sweets, make it & liv-
ing restaurant for buttertlies, bees, wasps and

ants.

Lilies! Lily blossoms at 50¢ each and lily
roots that sell at $25 each. Lily planty with
leaves six feet wide, and able to support a
fifty-pound child. A woman in Kenilworth,
D.C, hazs a twelve-acre water garden, con-
sisting of thirty ponds fed by springs, in
which she raises several hundred varieties of
water lilies. The Suffragette pure white lily,
with blooms up to eight inches in diameter,
opens its buds only at night, elosing them
again the following morning.

The leaves of all house plants should be
sponged occasionally, to remove the accumu-
iated dust and give them a chance to breathe.

It is said that there are approximately
750,000 seeds in the pod of & full-grown orchid
plant. It seems like a big story. Also, it takes
from eight to {eh years of constant eare to
bring an orchid plant to bloom.

There are 6,000 distinet varieties of daffo-
dils,

Tree Plzmting in the Plains

¢ Everybody seems pleased with the suscess
of the tree-planting in the plains, Eightesn-
ineh seedlm planted four years ago are now
thirty to thirty-five feet high, and some
127,000,600 of them have heen planted. The
government actually grows and plants trees
at four cents each. The 1839 crops in what
was once called the dust-bowl area sre very
satisfactory indeed.
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In Devastated Poland

CrPYHE Gouvernement-General” ig the name
which Hitler and his friends have given
to ell the rest of the world, outside of Germany
proper, which may become a part of the world-
wide dominion whick the Nazis anticipate or
did anticipate. At the moment it is the name
for German Poland, In that area compulsory
Iabor duty has been introduced for all Poles,
at jobs and wages under conditions designated
by the government, There is death for any act
of violence against the government, for dam-
age to its property, for disobedience to its de-
erees, for incitement to vicolence against a
German, or for damage to his preperty, or
for failure to notify the authorities of any plot
to commit sueh acts of violence, or failure to
notify them of the possession of arms. The
Pales may still breathe, but after a little they
will probably be in danger unless they breathe
softly, gently and smoothly. Anything in the
nature of a snort of disgust would bring death
from the “master race” of Aryans now in
eontrol.
.Conditions in desolated Warsaw are vividly
described by Princess Sapieha {an Ameriean
girl and Vassar graduate)}, as follows:

Since the inhabitants of Warsaw hoisted the
white flag over the ruins of their eity, more than
two montha aga, the streets have not yet been
cleaned. Bain and sleet fill the shell holes and cover
the piles of bricks and plaster, shattered pavement,
torn ear rails, and broken furniture with a mantle
of mud, but even the downpour has not rinsed from
the air 'the steneh of the bod:es which lie unbnried
in this debris.

Along the main t-horoughfares, the crossings are
not to be recognized. From time to time, fragments
of houses, giving in to the wind, fail over.

No stores are open, so everyone hawks his wares
ontdoors, Here stands a line of women waiting for
bread. There ¥tands another line waiting for soup
from the German relief kitchen. But before the
soup is handed out, each person must repeat alond
Pilsudski’s old slogan: “We Poles are strong,
united, and prepared.” Many turn away with
empty stomachs. For these relief kitehens, the Ger-
mans sent a bill to the municipal antkorities for
soveral million zloties {par for the zloty s 1B.99
cents}.

Besides the German cars which bump over the
streets at reckless speed, there are two bus lines
now functioning, but these do not stop from end
to end of the city.,Since nothing is left of the
eentral railroad station, the few treins running
leave from a station far on the outskirts, at un-
certain hours.
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The ordinary means of ecommunication, such as
telephone and post, do not exist, Anyone who
has something to sell or is looking for & lost mem-
her of the family pastes up a sign on the fronf
door. No one knows what is happening in the world
outside, There is one newspaper, edited by the
(Germans, but the Poles do not buy it. OFf the
thirteen Warsaw theaters, ten were burned and the
remaining three stay closed. There are no moving
pietures. Official notices are daily pasted on the
houses, proclaiming the police orders, arrests and
executions of the previous day.

One morning, & poster appeared simultanecusly
in all parts of the city, showing, at the top, War-
saw in flames: on the left side, a dying Pelish
soldier shaking his fist toward Chamberlain, whose
portrait lcomed large on the right side. Underneath
it wag written: “England, this is what you have
done.” Before nightfall, from every poster, Cham- -
berlain’s face and the word "England” had been
torn away. The posters immediately disappeared.

Everyone in Warsaw is hungry, For the firet
two weeks after the (fermans came in there was
plenty of mest, especially poultry, to be hought
at high prices, but suddenly it vanished. Those of
the pigeons which did not perish from bombs were
promptly eaten, Now there is neither meat, fat,
milk nor potatoes. Vegetables can be had at fifteen
times their cost, and fruit, ripe or unripe, is sold
in great quantity. A lump ‘of sugar, if you can get
it, costs something over a cent, and a pound of
salt 40 cents. No one hes any eigareta or tobaeco,
nor are there any matches to be bought.

After seven o’cloek in the evening, no Poles are
allowed on the scarcely lit streets except the doe-
tors, all of whom are in eonstant demand, and
eertain groups of men who have been ordered by
the Germans to dig up and remove, by night, the
corpses which were hastily buried under the grass
plots in front of private houses during the bom-
bardment. Almost evervone in Warsaw is ill, The
water, coming from only partially restored water-
works, is vnelean, The lack of milk has c&used A
high mortality among the children.

The hospitals, also badly bombed, are full of
people with typhus and pneumonia, The dearth
of medical supplies is suech that old eurtains are

being torn up to make dressings.

Several hundred thousand Peclish war pris-
oners are working to reconstruct those parts
of Poland, now Germany, which in eighteen
days were more completely wrecked than
northesstern France in four and a half years
of war. The prisoners receive a credit of 60
pereent of the wagés paid to free labor, but
are charged living expenges.
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The Fuehrer Trend

Want Hitler Excommunicated

At Chicago a group of 250 dele-
gates from various national, reli-
gious, veterans’ and Trade Union
PE bodies sent telegrams to the pope
= and to the then three cardinals and
the apostolie delegate in the United States,
drawing their attenlion to the fact that Hitler
was born and baplized a Cathoelie, reared and
eduecated as sueh, and still elaims to be such.
They want him excommunicated. They should
reach for the moon, with as fair a chance of
getting it. The Fuchrer, Hitler, is one of the
most useful men connected with the entire
racket. On his uniform he wears an iron eross.

Education in Mexico

@ That Mexico is determined to educate the
masses of the Mexican people is proved by
the faet that the second-largest jtem in the
budget is 73,000,000 pesos to be used for that
purpose in 1940. The educational campaign
is being fought by the Roman Catholic Hier-
archy, which realizes that its only hope iz in
keeping the people in ignorance. The Serip-
tures make it plain that “people are destroved
for lack of knowledge”. Those responsible for
withholding knowledge from the people will
also be destroyed, and that everlastingly. A
new Mexican law provides a term in state
prison for any person who teaches religion in
a publie school.

“God’s Cause Goes Under”

¢ To speak plainly, the existing Faseist rule,
in many respects unjusi—it is one example of
the present-day deification of Caesarism—1I
say that the Fascist rule prevenis worse in-
justice ; and if Faseism, which in prineiple I
do not approve, goes under, nothing can save
the country from chaos. God’s eause goes un-
der with it.—The Roman Catholic archbishop
of Weslminster in his address at the Church
of St. Edward the Confessor, October 13, 1935.

To Arouse Sympathy for Hitler

€ To arouse sympathy for Hitler the Duteh
- Reman Catholie paper Maasbode represents
(termany as willing 1o grant independence to
Czechoslovakia, Austria and Poland, and to
enter into an allianee with Britain and France
for the annihilation of Bolshevism in Europe.
How perfeetly silly to-talk that way about
Stalin’s bosom friend. and partner!. .
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Patting Himself

# Patting himself on the back for his justice,
wisdom and liberality, ¥rank Hague, mayor
of Jersey City, lold of the thousands of per-
mits for open-air meetings which he says were
granted under his administration, mentioning
particularly “All religious groups and asso-
ciations”, but not mentioning that when Jeho-

. val’s witnesses came to his priest-ruled com-

munity, and he was notified beforehand that
they would eome and would take the message
of God’s kingdom from door to door, his cops
were so cager to do his will and the will of his
priestly directors and guardians that some of
them were hauled from their automobiles and
jailed befare they had had time to miake even
one call, and were given ten days in jail for
it, too. Hague has had excellent training in
earth’s greatest lie factory.

No Doubt Sincere

4 There is no reason to doubt. that “Reverend
Father” Flanagan, founder of Boys® Town,
Nebraska, was sincere when he nominated
Frank Hague for president. Without a doubt
there are many cardinals, bishops and priests
in Germany who honestly believe their fellow
Catholie, Adolf Hitler, is God’s choiee for
ruler of Germany. Frank Hague for president
of the UInited States would be an even greater
tragedy for this country than the choice of
Hitler to be fuehrer of Germany. The ex-
tension of the unspeakably brutal and vicious
totalitarian rule fo the world’s leading re-
public would be, in many impaortant respects,
one of the most dreadful things of history.

Boring In at Princeton

4 In the great Princeton Univerkity, a Pres-
byterian institution, a priest is allowed to have
a room in one of the buildings and to proseiyte
among the students. Some of the professors
are Catholies. One attends mass every morn-
ing and holds meetings for certain ones be-
hind closed doors. Many of the Protestant
professors have Catholic secretaries, and it is
almost impossible for a Rrotestant to get a
job. 1 spoke to a professor one time about
these conditions. He fairly raved, threw . his
arms.in the, air, and said, “Let them alone;
they won’t hurt anybody.” 1 am not so sure.
—W. W, Leggett, New Jersey. o
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British Comment

By J. Hemery (London)

Fears of Religionists

® The leaders of every section of organized
religion as it 15 represented in the great church
systems show that they are in fear for their
interests whatever theé outeome of the present
world troubles may be. Some tell of their fear
more Teadily than others; they begin to see
that when the war is over the peoples will have
no use for them, nor for the worship of God
as they have represented it to the peoples.
It is amongst the noneenforming seetions Lthat
freest expressions are made, and, one might
say, naturally so, for these have less organie
rule and control than the two older systems
of the Anglican and the Roman “churches”.
And they have not the same sirength to with-
gtand the stormg which are sure io come. The
clergy of the church of England expect to
stand with the State as an integral part as long
ag it lasts in ils present form. The Papal sys-
tem is viewed by the Hierarchy al the Vatican
which controls 1t as nnmovable by any eom-
motiony among the nations: stafes may come
and go; great upheavals among the nations
may -shake them like curthquakes, hut, they
elaim, their church will eontinue, the one per-
manent institiution on earth. What fears these
men may have when they meet in secret coun-
eil in the privaecy of the Vatican cannot be
known ; but one thing is ceriain: their assur-
ance is not based on the only sure foundation,
the Word of God, but on the assumption that
ag the Papacy has sarvived through the een-
turies, and the ability to handle the masses of
the peoples through the deceptions of religion
is still with them, they have a good expeeta-
tion of being able to keep what they have
gotlen.

A leader amongst the Congregational see-
tion said the other day, “It is cvident that
we are going to see great social npheavals with
repercussions affecting every phase of our life.
Not the least of these changes will be thal in
organized religion. Those who are carrying
on waiting and hoping for the war to end in
order that their interrupted 'work may be re-
sumed will, I am afraid, receive a great shock,
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Organized religion as expressed through
churches of whatever denomination is fast
coming to an end. People in all classes of so-
ciety.arc simply not coming to church, We are
a dwindling body of churchgoers, and soon we
shall not be able to afford the luxury of main-
taining the ministry. Nearly ninety percent of
our gencration has never been to chureh. Sons
and daughters, in the twenties and thirties,
know little or nothing of what we mean by
worship, or what is involved in many of the
principles governing human conduet. The eall
to religion has reccived little or no response.”
Plain words, used with the intention of mak-
ing his hearers faece some facls. The speaker
wants a complete change in the character of
religion’s witness, and with it a restatement
of the “Christian philosephy”, something that
will suit modern necds. His mention of the
parsons as a “luxury” indulged in by the con-
gregations indieates that in his opinion they
are nol specially neeessary ; also, in asking for
a restatement of what the church teaches he
indicates he has little respect for the dogmas
which every svstem must have. What this
gentleman says is not of particular note, but
it serves to reveal what some of the prineipals
of the flock are thinking, and, too, that these
men who would reform and reconstruct reli-
gion are in ignerance of meaning and purpose
of the teaching of Jesus, and have no coneep-
tion of the difference between religion and
Christianity. The clergy of his section will
never agree to restate their dogmas, nor, in
fact, will any other of the many seetions of
religionista. To come out openly and say they
had believed and stated untruths would be to
commit suicide. They cannot start afresh, but
will perish with their dogmas, and the shame
of false teaching exposed, weighted as a mill-
slone, in the troubled seas now beginning their
raging.

A Nuneaton Viear

® A vicar of one of Nuneaton’s churches
warns his parishioners against house-to-house
visitors who earry publications of the WaTcH
Tower BisLe & Tract Sociery, To aid his
warning he tells hizs magazine readers the lit-
erature is ‘written by Judge Rutherford—a
man dangerous to read’. He says the church of
England has men able to give knowledge of
the Seriptures, and of Judge Rutherford he
says, “He does not know the origins of the
Seriptures, and is therefore quite unable to
explain them or to understand them.” What
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" the viear means is perkaps known to himself,

but, in any case, he discloses both his own -

ignorance and his unbelief it the Seriptures
a8 the Word of God. The vicar shows his un-
belief, or his ignorance, when he talks about
the origing of the Seriptures. Probably he let
his tutors tell him that the Bible is mostly
folklore or is full of ancient legends, and that
the greater sayings of the Psalms and the
prophets are but expressions of the desires
of men who had unusunal ability to put their
thoughts into words. That the things written
and preserved to us in the sacred writings are
of (tod, and are the words of God, and all are
necessary for the guidanece of the people of
God, is something which neither the viear nor
kis teachers believe. How, then, can they inter-
pret them? But to them interpretations of the
Bible are not a necessary thing, and to most
of them knowledge about it is little more than
something they must have in order to pass
examinations, so as to get them ordination and
the style of “reverend”. If the vicar would
take a little time with one of the books writ-
ten by Judge Rutherford, and with his Bible
at hand, and would use his Bible as passage
after passage Trom the Book is mentioned and
quoted, he eould learn more about the Bible
and its origin in an hour than he has learned
" in all the time he has professed to represent
it to his flock. No doubt the viear measureg up
to the requirements of his church: he can read
. the praver book portion, can sing in its ereedal
statements and its litanies, can baptize infants,
marry folk and bury his parishioners; and
little more is required of him and his feliows.
He is ‘wise In his generation’ when he warns
his people to refuse to read books brought to
the people by Jehovah’s witnesses, but they
that heed him act foolishly, for they miss the
only message that will guide them to safety
in this day of Jehovah’s judgments in the
earth, and it is for the purpose of guiding men
of good will at this time that Jehovah has
raised up His witnesses.

General

. @ The extension of the war area into Denmark

and Norway very materially affects: Britain’s
food supplies, as the following figures show.
The import records for the year 1938—the last
available—give imporis from Denmark as
3,289,192 hundredweight of baeon, 2,365,291
hundredweight of butter, 329,755 hundred-
weight of fish (fresh or frozen), and of egge
(in number) 1,141,320,000. From Norway in
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that year there were 605,960 hundredweight
of fish (either fresh or frozen) imported, and
36,715 hundredweight of cured fish (brisling,
but eommonly ealled “sardines™). The imports
of these foods have, of course, been lessening
since the war at sea began, but now it appears
that all this trade is at an end for the time
heing. The British Government has provided
as far as it has considered possible against
such shortage, and at the present time it an-
nouneces that there is an ample supply of but-.
ter in the country. Eggs must of necessity get
into scarcity as the months go by, and will un-
doubtedly become a cosily article of food.
Large supplies of butter are being imported .
from Australia and New Zealand, and it is
believed that with the great quantities which
Canada also ean supply of bacon and other
meat, and farm produce, and the increased

, domestic supplies there is little to be feared

of such shortage as would become hurtful to
the health of the nation. The Faod Contral,
though it has apparently equalities of distri-
bution, may be said to be working fairly well.
One object of the Government, and an im-
portant one in its view, is to prevent too much
spending ; and that objective is being gained,
and sometimes to the embarrassment of the
Food Control, as in the case of butter. The
controlled price of butter is one shilling and
seven pence a pound and the people have
turned to buying margarine at less than half
price, and, as the artlele is good, they are con-
tent with it. To get their stocks of butter less,
the Control now allows twice the quantity re-
cently alloeated per person; but the butter is
being left in the stores—for the present.
Another limitation that is going to be severely
felt is the stoppage of timber (lumber, in
America and Canada) imports from Scandi-
navian lands. The value of imports of timber,
wood pulp and paper-making materials in
the year 1938 was £78,803,000, and a large
proportion of this was from Scandinavia and
Finland. For the present, and presumably for
the duration of the war, all these are going
to be in short supply. Already timber is under
very striet control. One user writing to his
newspaper complains that wheress during six
recent months he purchased for his ordinary
needs £6,000 worth, he ean now get no more
than the man who used only £5 value a month,
The building trades will suffer, and so will
many others. The newspapers, slready re-
duced in their number of pages, will have to
curtail very much more, and the publishing
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buainessea wﬂl be hit severely. There may be
seme-good come out of that side of the limita.
tion; for surely many of the trashy journals
and magazines which flood the hookstalls will
be forced out of business. A eurrent item of

_news is that Leslie Burgin, the Government’s
controller of supplies, has written to workless
building operatives expressing his regret at
the sevore unemployment among sections of
the industry. Some days ago a deputation of
200 gkilled men marched to the Ministry of
Supply to interview Mr. Burgin about their
unfortunate position. He says, “All possible
steps are heing taken to increase supplies of
timber, and to ensure the use of alternative
materials.”

Evacuation
® The great scheme for gett;ng children out
of danger areas proved a failure. The children

were got out and the initial part of the scheme,

being well organtized, was a great suceess. But,
as is ecommonly known, it proved to be im-
possible to work out, and mainly, perhaps,
because there has been no dropping of hombs
to emphasize the danger to the cities. The Ro-
man Catholic chureh through its priests did

much to prevent its good working ; they want-
ed the ehildren where the priests could get
them, and in the seattered billeting they lost
their controt. Now the Government announces
through the seeretary of state for Scotland
that “the Government does not intend to put
another evacuation scheme into operation un-
less real necessity arises in the form of large-
scale air attacks”. The minister said, “The
evdeuation problem is one of the most difffeult
problems we have to reckon with. . A big
evacuation was carried cut at the beginning
of the war in the belief that the campaign was
likely t6 open with savage and ruthless attacks
on the larger towns and cities. . . . We have
been proved wrong, but who could say at the
time that we should be wrong? . . . we can-
not disregard the possibility of it happenmg »

The greater business houses of the city, and
the banks, evacuated some thousands of elerks
and others, and have found themselves in-
volved in much difficulty and great expense.
They must bear this “for the duration”; for
the same uncertainty, if not the same urgency,
is present, and Hitler has unmistakenly re-
vealed that a chief feature of his technique is
sudden and unexpected action.

must aceompany order.)

This Issue of Consolation Speaks for Itself
~ We Don’t Have 10 Say Any More

If you want

FREEDOM

and want other peeple of this country to have freedom, then you will want your
friends and your neighbors to read this issue of CONSOLATION.

For the benefit of those who love truth and righteousness and who look to
Jehovah as the Supreme One of the universc and want to share in this distribu-
tion, we make this special offer: 40 copies of this issue for one dollar, to any
address in the United States. {$1.25 in Canada and other countries. Remittance
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WATCHTOWER, 117 Adams St., Brooklyn, N.Y.

Please send me 40 copies of Consolation No. 540, containing the article “FrEEDOMY,
[40 eopies for $1.00; in foreign countries, $1.25. Smaller guanti-
_ ties, 5e a copy] 'to be used in the publmhmg of the Kingdom message.
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"The Watchtower

$ 1.00 a year

SALVATION
and
REFUGEES
sent free

on a

- year’s subscription

if you subscribe in June, 1940

“Jehovah is good, upright, just and true. He has provided instruction in abundance for
those who desire to go in the right way. All men are born sinners, and all need instruction.
Those who are of good will toward God desire instruction and are willing and anxicus to be
taught. Such are meek, and they seek to learn and to go in the right way. On the contrary,
the proud, haughty, self-centered, who ‘know it all’, refuse instruction. Modern-day religious
leaders in ‘Christendom’ are proud, haughty and scornful. They do not fear God. They spurn
the instruetion that is offered to them from God’s Word. Such haughty, scornful persons are
the ones who now exercise rule over the weaker ones.” .

The above iz quoted from the article erntitled “Instruetion”, in a eurrent issue of The
Waichiower. This information is.vital to your life and happiness; so why delay in learning
of such important truths? Read The Waichiower and live! By sending at once a year’s sub-
seription for The Waichiower at the regular rate of $1.00, you will receive free and postpaid
a copy of Judge Rutherford’s latest book, Salvation, and booklet, Eefugees. For convenience
use the coupon below.

WATCHTOWER, 117 Adams St., Brooklyn, N.Y.

For the enclosed $1.00 7#1.50 in countries other than United States] please send me The Watck-
tower for a year. I understand you will send me free a copy of Judge Rutherford’s latest book,
Ralvation, and of his booklet Refugees, .

Name Street
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