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7 ) ‘.'. DECISION re SCHEMPP & MURRAY CASES
‘\ .- . . . X . .

| | The Supreme Court in its ruling on the Schempp and mrray ,‘
casea has reiterated the principle of religicus freedom which is } S
guaranteed to 311 knerieens by the United States Cmstitution. ,
- The Milwaukee Jewish Council believes strongly that religious - |
freedom ia best protected wvhen the atate does not compel relisious -
| s | worship. . We urge that this decision be carefu‘ily atudied by all |

maicanso ' V"’:: v,-.'. . ', ‘.-‘ \ ‘ ‘_' .
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. Religious freedom under the United ﬂtates Constitution is ii o

an individual right and the Oourt ¢ decision, .which is designed L
( ) to proteet 'this individmal right, cennot be interpreted as an B
= ., .' igsue of e'mejority vs. @ minority. 'Ihe individual religious

: »_ ' freedom of a‘.u Americans is involved.
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In our own state the present eupreme Court decision was ,“__}‘ o
preceeded by 67 yeara vhen the Supreme court of the state of
Wisconsin ruled eompulaory Bible reading in the public schools
.\mconstitutional. 'i'hus, the United States Supreme Court has

R,

affirmed the lew of our own state. - | . 4’ i» : ‘

It is important that_tiiere be conmumnication between all o
religious groups _witﬁ respect to the meeming of the "deoisiém

d " that we continue to seek interfaith understanding of our price-

_ ‘ less heritage of religious freedom.




