
f;)epends on what era 
c)f'mingling' you mean 
. I read your editorial, "ImportaJ;lt 

to<keep church, state separat~;:". I 
could agree with everything u~~il 
th~ very end.;;..:'. .' 
, :At,that point, you implied,that 
"some'" ~elieve it would be bett~~ 
fprchurch and state to ming(~~;,· 

. I'{O'I,V, as long as we are I(implying,/~i', 
l~tme ask, are you implying that 
Christians believe it would be bet­
ter,if church and state did mingle? 
Because if you mean mingle as in 
the government controls, limits or 
regulates religion in any way, then 
the answer is no. 

But, if you mean mingle as in 
wanting a return to pre-1947 '~Ever­
son vs. Board of EducatiQn" and 
the introduction'of the ''wallarSep­
aration," then the answer is yes. 

. We want our religious freedoms re~ 
stored that have been usurped by 
liberal judges and ACLU lawsuits. 

The First Amendment states: 
"Congress shall make no law re· 
specting an establishment of reli­
gion 01' prohibiting the free exer­
cise thereof." Although the First 
Amendment forbids the federal 
government from restricting reli­
gion in any manner, since 1947 we 
have moved to a time of govern­
ment increaSingly doing just that. 

A government, like the United 
States, that has begun to restrict re­
ligious freedom is only a step away 
from becoming one, like Sudan, 
that takes it away. 
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