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When does a church engage in “exclusive religious” the | re ulatlon in-the Federal llegrster suggests tliat :
4 activity? lv - church-related schools could!be’ exempt: from’ filing
‘ | - f)r’o nsnons although some would have to apply for
The question has touched off a storm of protest l-? exemptlon ~ .
from the churches; because ‘the Internial Revenue 5
1 SéfV'Ce is trying to answer it. . I ' l . The explanglon says that “the final regulation also
; ! | . B -excludes - educational . organizations - below college
3 : jAnd that, say the churches, is none of Uncle Sam’s " - level that are assegiated ‘with a church from the filing
i bUS'"eSS - | requirements” undgr discretiopary power granted to
) - the Secretary of the Treasury. .
rThe issue -arises from a new IRS regulation in-
3 terpreting the Tax Reform Act of 1969flt requires .The Ofﬁce of the Ceneral Counsel of the U.S.
- many church-related institutions to fife financial - Calthollc Conference stated in an advisory for the
statements with the government, although it exempts. ~ bighops.that parish schools will not have to file the
churches themselves and “integrated aukiliaries” of. federal. reports, and that seperately tncorporated
‘churches L, schools wul also be exempt
According to.the regulation, which was published in: Some relllglous leaders have suggested that any
the Federal Register of Jan. 4, “an orgainzation af-- enterprise operated by a church s directly related to
; fitiated with a Church will be considered an integrated’ religion. wguer Jensen, director of .business and
o auxiliary if the principal activity of the organization is finance for the Lutheran Council in the USA, says, .
- exclusively religious.” ' " “When a church operates a hospital or.a home or
- ’ . : wh.atever its:concefn transcends giving (only).physical
< The rule further explains that an activity will not be care.’ It is not right for _.government gto dictate that
cansidered to be equuswely religious:if itfis primarily’ "ITS NOTHING P,ERSONAL MR. BMILBY, WE certain of our institutions are no longer an mtegrated
g off an educational, llterary, or charitable nature.’ AUDIT ALL INTERNAL REVENUE PEOPLE,” part of the church because they fail to meet ceftain
g » v ot Ppolitical andlsecular standards developed by: hunians
. llRS officials have lndlcated that |men’s and Hate M2 not sensitive to the l‘nstoncgl mission of the churcP
f wamen’s clubs. mission societies and|jseminaries — ’ . — 1 i
e wcﬁ)uld qualify for definition as integratediauxiliaries.: According ta the NCC resolution, “Efforts to spell - The possa mty that findncial records of church-
. _. Such operations_as hospitals; orphanageqiand homes out a-definition of “church’ or’ religion” mayl have the .related operations will bel open to publi¢ scrutiny
* fot the aged weuld not. Those not corsidered in- effect of freezing in law the forms of one particular. under the IRS regulation has also been criticized. E.
" tegrated auxiliaries would still be tax-exempt, but period rather than allowing the continuous evolutien -Mallary Binns, a spokesman for Americans United for
C ws%uld have to file fmancnal disclosure reéports each:  of forms to fit changing circumstances. Furthermore, Seperatlon qf ‘Church and State, maintains that “it is
i year ’E; "~ by defining the nature of ‘religion’ or church,’ improper for an orphanage pr a hospital, for example,”
fg government takes_the first and most insidious step to have to fill out a form that makes it a matter of

-meémorandum which lists several characteristics
hich is an

ln response to questions, the RS- h%j issued a

representative of a ghurch. The memo {

toward the structuring a sacred area where it has no .

~power to legislate.”

public record what salaries they are paying. 1t is not

" the public’s business to
operations of a church.”

l(now about the internal

undfficial definition that does not have the force of Father Charles M. Whelan, S}, a law professor at . PR : _ I8

law, indicated that the definition of a church “must be Fordham University who has represented the U.S. As a practical matter, most observers acknowledge | Joss

interpreted in light of the common undefstanding of Catholic Conference inlegal affairs, asserts that the that there has to be some accepted definition of a j,'c:[c,ll,zram

the. word.” for purposes of applying the Internal IRS regulatnon “implicitly deﬁmes ‘church’ in a very : ; o
y

l

Re\,gmeue Code.

One of the ob;ectlons raised by rellguous leaders is
that the churches, rather.than the government, should
de,f;me their nature. ;‘ . -

The Governing Board of the National Counc;l of
Churches had declared that “it is the respohs»brhty of
”rellglon and churches to define themselves and
théir activities. It says that Congress andithe courts.
haye traditionally hHonored the First Amendment
without attempting ta defire “religion” or!“church.”

- |
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narrow way

He notes that ““the regulation implicitly excludes

the social,

charitable, educational and welfare ac-

tivities of a church from the concept of churc
functions. And that portends a lot of trouble if the IRS
were to make explicit what they have mplncntly done
1t would be very bad for the churches.”

There havesbeen some misinterpretations of what
the new regulation requires, particularly ‘with regard -

to schools An explanation publlshed with the text of

the pr

blem is who will make that definition.

chunrcg if it is to be exempted from income tax. But

It will probably take a

court case to dé termme

whether the IRS can constitutionally define-what is a
church and use that definition to apply the Internal
Revenue Code For the present, however, there seems
to be (miversal assent to the position taken by john

Baker |of “the Baptist Joint Committee “that “the

" chufches_havé not agreed and cannot agree with the

proposition that the state is competent to develop ‘a
definitjon of a church inta which each menmber of the

dwers# religious commumty must fit.
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answer to

he even beeg asked to speak
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" k T ‘ W [ The ) problemsj &wch as world on neighborhoods? bocrrhoods | at least have
: ‘ : food. an isarmament, so . had" some expenencé
nation m e ‘ l Church 1977 that the students could in feelsnll } can te}l,l you fmy neighborfioods. When we go
, , , gs on these -five
» _ l ‘ Dt turn transform un-Christian questions; but why should to meetings Such as the'Call
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e world Jl

By
LA ndrew Greeley )

A Qreat
beginning to emerge within
the progressive wing -of

debate s,

- and secular public policies

through their jnfluence on

honest, open-mmded and
democratic * bishop are
beyond challenge.

The bishop: of Madison,
who was assigned. the

you be concerned about my
feelings? | am, God bless the

resouurces to connect. my
insights, gut- feelings, and
instin¢ts to a theology, a
history, and a sociology of
neighborhood, 1 have to.say
publicly it is not my fault

to Action or meetings of
bishops in Washington iand

e national leadership. mark, a canon lawyer by take votes on things 'like
f However, a' spokesman _ training . . . It intriques me, Panama or world food or
{ i for the intellectual com-  then, fwhy you should- care the defense budget, ' w
4 ’ ] \ petency ppsition was  about what |, 'as a bishop, g°ﬂt ha at least | don’t —
1]\ /] 71/ \\\_ present — “Bishop Cletus feel about neighborhoods. havet atetpl)enence To put
-\ . Fr. O’Donnell of Madison, “So if | don't have the the matter bluntly, we don't
whose credentials as an — dt least | don't = know

what 'we are talking about.
And our people know that
we don’t know what-weare
talkmg about. If- we con-
tinue: down this path they
will turn us” off completely,

a " American Catholicism subject of “neighborhoods,” but rather yours — you who

- about the role of the church began with” a powerful ' are presidents, educators; iUst, like ~American

. Uganda s President Idi Amin has declared th the wnrll not, in public life and the recollection of his own administrators of Oathollc Protestants have turned off
allow an internatiopal commissjon into his country to in-! niccion of Catholic colleges _ childhood neighborhood.  higher education.” the endless - stream of
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£ Y ‘Conlference has sharply criticized the government of Prime o Picentennial “Call to neighborhoods mth Which | stands on all .kinds of 50"‘9”"'"2 about that. But .
? Minister ilan Smith for its decision to deport one of the A iion™ The principat could ground, make precise, fashionable subjects — don’t ask me about Panama
o conference’s members, Bishop Donal R. Lamont! of Umtali. papers were_given by Af- clarify; and document my Panama, the defense becauseldon’t know about
3 Thelbishops said it would be wiser for St\mth to| seek Blshop chbishop Borders of 8ut feelings and instincts budget, the world food it, and my optnion is wor-
= Lamiont’ scounsel than to deport him. | Baltimore and Philip about neighborhood problenr -— all important thless. 1 have never been to
. Scharper, who must bear the community. | called .some concerns for our country, Panama. | have never lived
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vestigate the deaths of Anglican’ Archbishop ) nam Luwum '’
and| two Anglican cabinet officials. .. Pope aul, calling
attention to a litany of woes throughout the prld urged
the [Christian faithful not to lose heart but tg renew their
faith and hope in the promise of Easter, despite “disasters”

in the world . .. The Rhodesian Rom
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Sol Linowitz, rehred head of the Xerox drp. and a

Cath lic Bishops

. sin” (a
" frankly, sounds to me a lot

and universities. - .

The debate came into the
open at a recent meetlng in
New, Orleans an the
response of Catholic
colleges and universities to

. terrible | responsibility of .
" having been my first editor.

Scharper spoke of “social
concept which,

i like the old collective guilt

° But then he went on to raise

the critical question: “When
it came time to prepare for
this meeting and my par-
ticipation in it,!] looked for
the scholarly’ hterature on

friends of mine who are’'on
the faculty of the University
of Wisconsin at Madison,
and with their’ assnstance i
found that there is very little

such literature and virtually
none of it comes from

But the larger problem
according to O’Donnell,
not merely the absence of a
‘weil thought-out Catholic
theory of neighborhoods:
“We.have as bishops taken

our church, and the world .
(and all in all, we. have
received good marks in the
Catholic. press for such’

statements). But it seems to
me,
-stands and these statements

however, that these

resolutions > which have
come in past years from the
meetings of their leaders. If
you want me'to vote on a
resolution’ about canon law
— fine; h think 1 "know

there.: I don’t know any of
the people there. | don't
know the polmcal factions
involved in that country,

Like- Archblshop ‘Borders .

and Mr.” Scharper, | too

worry about all the money

dinner wi

» Miirch 2

21 - the door.

‘ * member of the team that is negotiating a new U;S..Panama
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% ] ::;eagmg (f)fei:’ﬂ:! n sbcrely Deprogrammer ed» Patrick lstlr up-in its students a ;e‘;sg: gcétéo%r m%teggg g ;;ﬁoﬁo Carefully worcled tha are. :ﬁ&lcll’r;gs{m lt are WOrth‘ ve'ry
j;'. 4 S : een idr om p"son by a Superlor COll ;“dge llel'e lOf Soe.al s.n and a feehng Of univgrsiﬁes S with a  fe c . - ﬁ\‘ " ',‘, .
5 e aﬂer seven months on his one-year sentence for probahon respo nsnblhty to do excenti ’ h td ‘ew m mc’

® ks VIOhtlon mna Danef case and forﬂunlawful mp 'l entof somethlng about such sin.’ theegcll?onlsarlyall%sggrch 03: mnm

3 -a member of the Hare Krishnas . . . The Gener liCouncil of Archb|shop Borders seemed things like neighborhood or M, Afterncoi a&-ﬁho -
the Adrian (Mich.) Dominican Snsters ‘have p l;ghased ad- to be suggesting that it was race or ethmcuty (or family) ‘ Oll”v“

4. vertismg snace in the National Catholic Repo L .and the ithe function of the Catholic . — alllof which were part (Yf ‘.1'5' - ';.'
%f - York Times to |ask the U.S. blshops lplace‘tlﬁ university to develop in its' the discussion at Detront cb'.’m
4, ) ques;hon an their 1980 agenda. l - studentsk an awareness of ' Why, -he wondered, had | w'w%{)ﬂ e e
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