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Bob Michel 

Social Issues W ori 't Go Away 
Any oongre88man .who has been in W•hingtoo 

as long as I have-more than a qUllrter of a oen­
tury~n be exrueed for believing he baa aeen it 
all. But just when you think there can be nothing 
new in politics, along oome the 80dal -. abor· 
tion, bu.,ing, quotas and IIChool prayer. 

Tbetie eocial questions have been temporarily 
Aidelined by· the urgency ol economic matter&. 

· Some people 888\lme that the emphaeia on the 
economy, and even foreign poticy, •ia 10 atrong 
today that 80Cial questions have been buried in a 
national gra\le)'ard for sticky illlues, finally and 
forever. . 

Not so. ... ' 
These ili8uee are different in kind, not just in 

degree, from the usual iMuee that confront Con• 
gress. They deal with basic valut!6 and therefore 
have the ability to inflame passions on all lidea. 
~ social is&uee are not going to go rway, and 
Congreee ill going to have to come to srlpe with 
hem. 
. Yet there are still thoee in Congres&-in bod! 
parties-who refuse to adjU8t to the political l'MI• 
ities of the 19808. Rather than diacua the Cacta e1 
the BOCial i98Ues, they spend,an enormous amount 
of time and energy trying to flee them. 

One way ol doing this i! by-pretending that 
concern about abortion and '11Chool prayer and 
busing and quotas is 11imply a temporary and 
rather distallteful political phenomenon. 'The IIO­
cial issues are, we are told, .. eingie i!sue" ques- · 

' tions and therefore IOffleWhat disreputable. 
· President Carter, ln hi:a farewell eddl"l!lli, made 

_ JIIJCh a point. · 
Ironically, this argument ia often made by 

thoNe who, only a few short )'e8l'II ago, were t.e1lini 
us that American involvement in the Vietnam 

. War was immoral and that no matter how one 
might feel about other important issues, a wronc 
attiwde on this Bingle issue deserved instant 
political damnation. We can onty emile indul­
ttently when we are told today by many of the 
same people that a "aingle iaeue" YOWr ill tome-­
how "irresponsible. 

1 

Contrary to the myth that.110Cial iasuee activist& 
are eitlgle-minded fanatics, thoee who oppose 
abortion-on-demand or who fllVOf echool prayer 
·are. I have found. as deepty concerned 88 the rest 
of us OYer traditional political issues 1Uch as the 
eamomy and national eecurity. But they feel that . 
Supreme Coon decisions and bureaucratic ac­
tions in areas d traditional values have robbed 
them of their right to pruiicipate in shaping (not. 
• eome say, "imposing") policy in matters they 
are convinced ahould be left in the hands of the 
people.. And by no defmition I am aware of can 
tboee conoemed with eocial issues all be labeled 
"conservatiYe Republican." The pro-life, anti• 
buaing and echool prayer movementa tranacend 
party and ideological lines. 

Tboee who bold etrong views on theae iesues 
are not outaide the u:aditlonal area of political 
concern. They are not all .. New Right" or "Moral 
Majority" _members. Just becaUBe most of us in 
Congreee do not relish dealing with questions of 
aboruoa or echool prayer doesn't mean we can 
tum our becka cm those wbo say . theae issueB 
ehould be d_~ ,_ffl. VQted UJ>O!!., Con­
gress wasn't created eo that congressmen could 
handle .only thoee iBBues with which they feel 
comfortable.. 

Let me give one example of what I mean. Eight 
yean after the 8upre1JM! Court decwon on abpr.' 
&ion, there are ltill millions of Americans deepty 

. c:oocemed about abortion-on-demand. Yet pro-

poeed legislatJon dealing with the abortion issue 
has languished in House aubcommittees f91" )'e8l'8 
because the House majority aimply doesn't want 
to see the i11Sue dealt with openly. You don't~ 
to be a right-to-lifer to know this is preci&ely the 
kind of thing that has led the publ~ to have IIUCh 
a low opinion of .Congress. Even if you are in 
favor of every aspect of the 1973 Suprei:ne Court 
decision, a sense of fairness and ~ cornnutment to 
the democratic prooesa should wggest that thoee 
who oppoee the decision deserve a fair bearing in 
Congress. Perhaps the copstJtutional amend· 
menta should be examined; perhaps other.meae·· 
ures might i,e coneidered. But one thing ie cer-
tain: the i88ue can no longer be ignored. · 

Another ploy U8ed by th08e who don't want to 
address these issues is to ac;cuae adherent8 d 
these movement& of being .. shrill" and therefore . 
not respectable enough for congr8ll8ional atten• 

tion. When I bear this said, I often think of the 
late Adam Clayton Powell. Powell was sometimes 
le8a than dvil when speaking about civil rights. 
He might even have been called shrill at times. 
But Powell's eccentricities and faults did not In 
any way invalidate the political, 10Cial and moral 
correctDe88 of the civil Jighta iause he often 
championed. . . 

It eeems to ine that those who supported civil 
right& even though they didn't like Powell's ap• 
proech should remember this when they use the 
"ehrillneM" charge as a means of avoiding the re• 
aponsibility of taking up social ' issues on their 
rnerits. 

I agree with President Reagan's Initial empha• 
• on trying to solve our economic problems. Bu~ 
I also agree with him that th08e problems that di­
· rectty affect the values of family, school and com• 
munity are also major concerns and that we must 
not pretend they do not exist juat because they 
are difficulL There are, in ah9rt. two mistakes. 
Congress can make concerning the 80Cial issues. 
The first is ~ treat them 88 if nothJng else mat­
ters. 'The aecond le to treat them as If they don't 
snatter at all. · 

W~- 7>oS-r 
J-e,/:;. ~~11~/ 



~, 

A Report From 
Congtu8fflan Cleve Benedict 

~~ ~ 
FOO nm WBEIC OF: ~ o(I-, 

MAY 17, 1982 ~,. 

VOLUNTARY SCJ-mL P'!lAYER 

WASHINGTON -- Last week I was pleased to he one of three members of Congress 
who joined the President in the White Hou.c:;e Rose (;arden for a ceremony ohserving 
the first Thursday in May as a National Day of Prayer. 

Religious leaders representing ntmterous faiths were on hand for this 
cerE:JOOny which continues a tradition that was begun by the Continental Congress. 

Ibring his remarks at the ceremony, the President outlined the important 
role that prayer has traditionally played in American society. "Prayer has 
sustained our people in crisis, strengthened us in times of challenge, and 
guided us through our daily lives since the first settlers came to this continent," 
he said. "Our forebearers came not for gold, but mainly in search ~f God and 
the freedom to worship in their own way." • 

George Washington, he noted, knelt in the snow to pray at Valley Forge and 
Abraham Lincoln said once that he would be the most foolish man of this footstool 
we call Earth, if he thought for one minute he could fulfill the duties that 
faced him if he did not have the help of One who was wiser than all others. 

Today, prayer is still a powerful force in America, and our faith in God 
is a mighty source of strength. extr Pledge of Allegiance states that we are 
"one nation tmder God," and our currency hears the motto "In (iod we Trust." Each 
day, the House of Representatives and the Senate open their sessions with a 
prayer. 

Unfortunately, in recent years well-meaning Americans in the name of 
freedom have taken freedom away. For the sake of religious tolerance, they've 
forbidden religious practice in our public classrooms. As Thomas Jefferson once 
said, "Almighty God created the lllind free." But current interpretation of our 
Constitution holds that the minds of our c~ildren cannot he free to pray to 
God in public schools. 

No one must ever be forced, coerced or pressured to take part in any 
religious exercise, but neither should the government forbid religious practice. 
For this reason, I was pleased to hear the President endorse a proposed amendment 
to the Constitution to allow our children voluntarily to pray in school. 

Such an amendment will not require any child to pray in school but it 
will provide for a return to the traditional freedom of choice. 

The Presi-dent told me he ·expects to · submit this proposed amendment to 
C ess in the near --When J1EL .does-, I hope i-t-w-i-11 be given-prompt-

it will restore a freedom that our Constitution was always 

(The address to contact Congressman Benedict is: 1229 Longworth Building, 
Washington, D. C. 29515.) 



PROJECT PRAYER-NEWS 

TO: 
FR: 
RE: 

418 C Street, N .E./Carriage House/Washington, D.C. 20002 

MEMORANDUM 

ORGANIZATIONS AND LEADERS 
GARY JARMIN, PROJECT DIRECTOR 
MEMBERSHIP IN PROJECT PRAYER COALITION 

On March 3, 1981, the first meeting of Project Prayer, took 
place. Over thirty organizations including Christian Voice, 
Moral Majority and the Conservative Caucus have already promised 
their full support. Many of these groups sent representatives t o 
the first meeting of this Ad Hoc Coalition for Voluntary School 
Prayer. 

-The return of prayer to our public schools is an issue of para­
mount importance to all .of these organizations. Initially 
Project Prayer will be supporting legislation to limit the 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court and of the district courts in 
cases regarding voluntary school prayer. Identical bills, 
Congressman Phil Crane's HR 2347 and Senator Jesse Helms' S481 
have been introduced. Joint hearings are planned in the 
Separation of Powers and Constitution Sub-Com~ittees of the 
Senate Judicipry Committee on S481. It is expected that passage 
will be much more difficult in the House. In fact, a discharge 
petition may be necessary again. 

It is imperative that the media realize the broad based support 
for our position. To do this we are inviting many organizations 
whose primary legislative thrust is not school prayer, but who 
ar e also concerned about the issue to join Project Prayer. 

There are many different types of participation available to an 
organization affiliated with an Ad Hoc Coalition like Project 
Prayer. Some groups have the desire and resources to take a 
leadership role in the effort. There will be others who will 
also be very active but for various reasons can not be formallly 
affiliated. Frequently when thi~ occurs the individual heading 
the organization rather than the organization itself will join 
the coalition. Anothe~ ·type of group of equal importance is one 
who supports the coalition's agenda but because of limited 
resour,ces, are not an active member. These organizations realize 
the additional strength and credibility they give the coalition 
just by allowing the use of the fr name. · 

Project Prayer will be a genuine Ad Hoc Coalition and will not 
promote any single group or individual. ·We are anxious to have 
your support in our efforts to return prayer to public school. 

We are sure you will want to give this invitation some prayerful 
consideration. Should you decide to join with us in this 
endeavor, please contact me as soon as possible. The enclosed 
form is provided for you - to indicate the type of involvement you 
wish to have. 

Please do notn~sitate to contact me if you-nave any questions or 
need more information ~egarding Project Prayer activities. The 
Project Prayer phone number is (202) 546-7977. 

...... 



• :·J:'ROJECt PRAYER . 
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411 C Street, N.E./Clntaat ~--IW•-.Co■, D.C. 20002 
' . ' 

D MY ORGANIZATION IS PROUD TO JOIN AND 

SUPPORT PROJECT PRAYER. PLEASE ADD OUR NAME 
. ' . 

TO THE LIST or ORGANIZATIONS SUPPORTING THE 

RETURN OF PRAYER TO PUB IC SCHOOLS. 

OR . 

D ALTHOUGH MY ORGANIZATION FULLY SUPPORTS . . 
THE EFFORTS OF PROJECT PRAYER, WE ARE UNABLE •• 

' .. 
TO FORMALLY AFFILIATE WITH YOUR EFFORTS TO 

• I • 
RETURN PRAYER TO PUBLIC SCHOOLS·. HOWEVER, 

PLEASE ADD MY NAME PBRSONALLY, TO YOUR LIST 

OF SUPPORTERS. 

NAME 

TITLE ------------
0 R GAN l Z AT ION-------------. 

SIGNATURE --------------
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PROJECT PRAYER COALITION MEETING MINUTES 

March 26, -19e·1 

Members in attendance: 
Carl Anderson - Senator Helm's Office 
Bill Billings - National Christian Action Coalition 
Mary E. Bull - Maryland Interfaith Com. to Restore Optional Prayer 
Mr. & Mrs. Chasey - Enterprise Consultants Inc. 
Paul Egan - American Legion 
Gary Jarmin - Christian Voice 
Albion w. Knight - Conservative caucus 
Ruth Van Mark · (for Don Senese) - Republican Study Committee 
F. Andy Messing Jr. - Conservative Caucus 
Dr. Meyer - Lawyer 
Forest Montgomery - National Association Evangelicals 
Freda Nazeer - General Federation of Women's Clubs 
Ruth O'Reilly - Maryland Federation of Catholic Laity 
Louise Ropog - Moral Majority 
Phil Sheldon - Christian Voice 
Ed Tiesenia - Steering Committee 
John Webb - Americans for God 
Mildred Webber - Republican Senate Conference Committee 
Dick Walters - American Life Lobby 

The meeting was called to at 9:10 a.m. 

Invocation - Gary Jarmin 

Action 

a) Senate Poll on S481, the Senate Steering Committee, expected 
completion on or about April 1, 1981. 

r 

b) Discussion of increased role for1 White House, Dept. of Education 
particularly Bob Billings, Morton Blackwell and Paul Russo. 

c) Bring in Previous and Planned Publication on School Prayer. 

Legislative Strategy 

a) · Sepe{ation of Power:s Sub Committee of Senate Judiciary will 
have exclusive juristiction on S481. 

b) Hearing on S481 by July, 1981 in Seperation of Powers Sub/Commit1 

c) Thank Jim McClellan and Senator East for support and encourage 
them to hold hearings as soon as possible to ensure sufficient 
time for Discharge Petition. 

Coalition Business 

a) Forms for membership were distributed. 
b) John Webb · appointed head of Publications Committee. 
c) Recommended Dortations of $100~oo to $250.00 per organization. 

New Business 

Discussion of tax status of Project Prayer (50l(c)3, 50l(c)4 
or S0l(h)), .discussion will continue at a later date. 

Important Note: Hearings in Kastenmeiers SubGommittee on Court 
Jurisdiction f~rSchool Prayer, Busing and Abortion 
appear likely to begin in late May according to 
the Sub-Committee 11 
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CHRISTIAN PRESS RELEASE 

VO I CE 418 C STREET, NE~ CARRIAGE
1

HOUSE. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20002. 202/544-5202 

~elease: Immediate 
Cdntact: Gary Jarmin 

202-544-5202 
703-256 - 4905 

CHRISTIAN VOICE CALLS FOR PRAYER VIGIL FOR RECOVERY OF PRESIDENT REAGAN 

Washington, D.C.-- Christian Voice, orie of the nations largest political 

action groups representing evangel'icals, called upon all Americans to begin 

a prayer vigil to "pray for the speedy recovery of our President and the 

brave men seriously wounded in the assasination attempt". 

Dr. Robert G. Grant, chairman of Christian Voice, stated:"At this critical 

time it is imperative that all Americans join togethe~ in prayer to beseech 

God Almighty to intercede with His divine healing power to bring about the 

full and speedy recovery of President Reagan and the brave men wounded in 

this attack. We also pray that our Lord will bless Nancy Reagan and the -

families of all those involved with His peace, strength and courage during 

this tragic ordeal." 

Dr. Grant added, "This horrendous incident serves as a . reminder that the 

forces of evil are still ever powerful and to the extent they have perverted 

and corrupted our society. I~ further underscores how vulnerable we all are 

to this evil and how great is our need to humble ourselves before God and 

seek His divine help to heal our Nation. Only through faith and the power 

of prayer can we save our country from the evil, violence and moral decay 

that surrounds us. 

"Most importantly,"Grant continued, "we humbly urge that all people -of 

faith will join in prayer at this critical time for the healing of our 

beloved President. Now is not the time for words of anger and rancor, but 

only for our voices to be turned to God in prayer for His healing power to 

save our President and the other wounded men whose lives are in jeopardy." 

- 30 -

--
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NATIONAL DAY OF PRAYER 

1/B Cf 1 

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNI TED STATES OF AMERICA 

A PROCLAMATION 

National prayer is deeply rooted in our American heritage. 

From the earliest days of our _Republic, Americans have asked 

God to hear their prayers in times of sorrow and crisis and 

in times of bounty~ 

The first National Day of Prayer was proclaimed in 1775 

by the Second Continental Congr ess. As thousanqs gathered 

in prayer in places of worship and encampments throughout the 

new land, the dispersed colonists found a new spirit of unity 

and resolve in this re·markahl~- -~xpression -of '\>ublic faith. 

For the first time, Americans of every religious persuasion 

prayed as one, asking for divine guidance in their quest for 

liberty and justice. Ever since, Americans have shared a 

special se_ns·e of des.tiny as a nation dedicated under God_ to 

the cause of liberty for all men. 

Through the storms of Revolution, Civil War, and the great 

World Wars, as well as during tim~s of disillusionment and 

disarray, the nation has turned to God in prayer for deliverance. 

We thank Him for answering our call, for, surely, He has. 

As a nation, we have been richly blessed with His love and 

generosity. ' 
' 

Just 30 years ago, a Joint. Resolution of the Congres~ ­

requested the President to proclaim a day each year, other 

than a Sunday, as a National Day of Praye r , on which the people 
t 

of the United States may turn to God in prayer and meditation 

in places of worship, ip groups, and as individuals. Eight 

Presidents since then have annually proclaimed a Day of Prayer 

to the nation, resuming the tradition started by the Continental 

Congress. 
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NOW, THEREFORE, I, RO NALD REAGAN, President of the 

United States of America , do hereby proclaim Thursday, 

May 6, 1982, National Day of Prayer. On that day, I ask 

Americans to join·with me in giving thanks to Almighty God 

for the blessings He has bestowed on this land and the protection 

He affords us as a people. Let us as a nation join together 

before God, ·aware of the trials that lie ahead and of the need 

for divine guidance. With unshakable faith in G6d - ~n6 ihe .. 

liberty which is our heritage, we as a free nation will continue 

to grow and · prosper. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 

twelfth day of February, · in - the year--- or- ou~ Lord 

nineteen hundred and eighty-two, and of the Independence of 

the United States of America the two hundred and sixth. 
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Dear Strom: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

June 6, 1983 

.... 

I want to thank you for your leadership on behalf 
of - the school prayer issue. Your involvement in 
this important issue has spanned a period of 
s ev era l years. I appreciate the extensive hearings 
held by the Senate Judiciary Committee, both on the 
constitutional amendment I transmitted to Congress 
and which you so kindly introduced, S.J. Res. 73, 
and on the equal access statutory approach. 

I am aware of the discussion among advocates of 
school prayer over the best means to restore 
freedom of religious expression to the schools. 
Above a11· else, I believe we ail share a strong 
desire to do something effective to reverse the 
trend of excluding all religious forms of speech 
rrom the public schools. 

S.J. Res. 73 is intended to reverse the Supreme 
Court's school prayer decisions of the early 
1 96 0 1 s . I am persuaded that this approach carries 
with it broad support both from many religious 
groups and the general ·population. I remain sup­
portive of S.J. Res. 73. 

The Cammi ttee hearings have also called pub'lic 
attention to the need for a bill to guarantee 
non- discrimination toward religious student 
groups i n federally assisted public schools. 
A bi ll along the general lines of those already 
i n t roduced by Senators Denton and Hatfield could 
go far to end such discrimination. 

I -- . ·•··--•· 

I . __ a• •.•• I ;-- . /; ·. 
I , : • 

I ' . 1- .-_. 
i . 
1 · . 

i 
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I hope that both the school prayer amendment and 
an equal access bill can be voted quickly out of 
committee, and that a floor vote in the Senate 
can be held as soon as possible after Labor Day, 
giving ample time for public discussion and 
expression of citizens' views to their represen­
tatives, before a decision is made in the U.S. 
Senate on this most important matter. 

Thank you for your commitment and assistance in 
helping to restore voluntary religious expression 
to our public schools. 

Sincerely, 

. The Honorable Strom Thurmond 
United States Senate 
~~shington, D.C. 20510 

,.._. •. 

: - : -· .. 

I · , 

i . 
! --
1· . 

! 
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Senator 

Sen. Abdnor 
Sen. Andrews 
Sen. Armstrong 
Sen. Baker 

1Sen. Baucus 
Sen. Bingaman 
Sen. Boren 
Sen. Boschwitz 
Sen. Bradley 
Sen. Bumpers 
Sen. Burdick 
Sen. Byrd 
Sen. Chafee 
Sen. Chiles 
Sen. Cochran 
Sen. Cohen 
Sen. Cranston 
Sen. D'Amato 
Sen. D,mforth 
Sen. DeConcini 
Sen. Denton 
Sen. Dixon 
Sen. Dodd 
Sen. Dole 
Sen. Domenici 
Sen. Durenberger 
Sen. Eagleton 
Sen. E..ist 
Sen. Exon 
Sen. Ford 
Sen. Garn 
Sen. Glenn 
Sen. Goldwater 
Sen. Grassley 
Sen. Gorton 
Sen. Hart 
Sen. Hatch 
Sen. Hatfield 
Sen. Hawkins 
Sen. Heflin 
Sen. Hecht ,. 
Sen. Heinz 
Sen. Helms 
Sen. Hollings 
Sen. Huddleston 
Sen. Humphrey 
Sen. Inouye 
Sen. Jackson 
Sen. Jepsen 
Sen. Johnston 
Sen. Kassebaum 

1Sen. Bentsen 
tSen. Biden 

✓~/~ 
SCHOOL PRAYER SENATE TELEPHONE SURVEY (5-11-83) 

Assistant 

Garrett Fuller 
Jill Edwards 
Debra Buetner 
Lynn·e · Ho Imes 
Mary Troland 
Brent Burdowski 
Dav id Cox ' 
Barbie Thompson 
Marcia Arnoff 
Bill Massey 
Leo Wilking 
Joan Drummond 
Annette Frybourg 
Connie Hays 
Jane Walton 
Kim Cortell 
Gary Aldridge 
Rick Nasti 
Ted Blanton 
Bob Fiedler 
Karl Moore 
Sylvia Davis 
Mike Naylor 
Sheila Bear 
George Romanas 
Tom Horner 
Glenn Smith 
Tom Bov..ird 
Bill Hoppner 
D~1ve Leader 
Jo..inne Snow 
Dan Daugherty 
Terry Emerson 
John Maxwell 
Mary Ann McGettigan 
Judie Beals 
Steve Markman 
Tom Getman 
John Dedinski 
Barry Bauman 
Royle Melton 
Richard Breyers 
Tom Ashcraft 
Ashby ' Thieft 
Roger LeMaster 
David Grey 
Patric Delion 
Charlotte Tsoucalis 

Susan Austin 
Elizabeth Lewis 
Marina Weiso 
Greg Principato 

Position 

In Favor 
In Favor 
In Favor 
Undecided;': 
Undecided 
Oppos·ed 
Undec ided,'r 
Opposed 
Undecided · 
Undec ided,·rn 
Opposed ~: .. 
In Favor 
Un de c i d e d ,. ,: 
In favor 
In Favor 
Opposed 

· Opposed 
· In Favor 

Oppb sed~:.: 
In Favor 
In Favor 
Undecided.: .. 
Opposed 
Undec idedH'_' 
In Favor 
In Favor 
Opposed 
In Fc1vor 
In Favor 
In Favor 
In Favor 

In Favor 
In Favor 
Opposed"" 
Opposed 
In Favor 
Opposed 
In Favor 
In Favor 
In Favor 
Undecided"" 
In Favor 
In ·Favor 

In Favor 
Undecided 
Undecided 
In Favor 
In Favor 
Undecided•'· 
In Favor 
Undecided"" 

Co-sponsor 

Yes 
Possible 
Undecided · 
No 
No 

No 
No 

Undecided 
Undecided 
Yes · 
Undecided 

Yes 

Undecided 
Undecided 

No 
Undecided 
Undecided 
Undecided 

Yes 
Undecided 

Yes 

Yes 
Undecided 

No 

No 
No 

Undecided 

Undecided 
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Senator 

Sen. Kasten 
Sen. Kennedy 
Sen. Lautenberg 
Sen. Laxalt 
Sen. Leahy 
Sen. Levin 
Sen. Long 
Sen. Lugar 
Sen. Mathias 
Sen. Matsunaga 
Sen. Mattingly 
Sen. McClure 
Sen. Melcher 
Sen. Metzenbaum 
Sen. Mitchell 
Sen. Moynihan 
Sen. Murkowski 
Sen. Nickles 
Sen. Nunn 
Sen. Packwood 
Sen. Pell 
Sen. Percy 
Sen. Pressler 
Sen. Proxmire 
Sen. Pryor 
Sen. Quayle 
Sen. Randolph 
Sen. Riegle 
Sen. Roth 
Sen. Rudman 
Sen. Sarbanes 
Sen. Sasser 
Sen. Simpson 
Sen. Specter 
Sen. Stafford 
Sen. Stennis 
Sen. Stevens 
Sen. Thurmond 
Sen. Tower 
Sen. Trible 
Sen. Tsongas 
Sen. Wallop 
Sen. Warner 
Sen. Weicker 
Se·n. Wi 1 son 
Sen. Zorinsky 

50= In Favor 

Assistant 

Wi 11 y Lerkach ·· 
Robert Shum 
Joy Silver 
Paul Holm 
Ann Harkins 
John Sheridan ~ 
Lula Davis 
Lynn Daglian 
Mike Cooper 
Elma Henderson _ 
Woodie Woodward 
Martha Solodky 
Mary Gereau 
Cheryl Birdsall 
Jeff Nathanson 
Debbie Alfred 
J.C._ Artsinger 
Laura Clay 
Irene Sanders · 
Peggy Walkers 
Brad Penny 
Cindy Oliver 
Diane Swanson · 
Morton Schwar tz 
Nancy Dair 
Jim Wolfe 
Ned Massey 
Cindy Jucinkou i 
Becky McDonald 
Tom Polgar 
Judy D_av id son 
Rosemary 
Paul Hertz 
Mary Westmore ) 
Mike Francis 
Jim Kendal 
Maryann S imps , 
Eric Holtman 
Debra Harnsb u 

Brenda " e llb1 
Paul Cu. •, ey 
Travis 1nft' 
Getrey Bak tl 
Ira Golcima 
Dan Fuchs 

*= Likely vote yes (8) 
58= probable Yes 
**= Major Targets (12) 

Position c ,._. -----------...::::.:0~-....:S::.if~O:::n~-c.. 

In Favor 
Undecided 

In Favor 
Opposed 
Opposed 
Undecided~': 
In Favor 
Opposed 

In Favor 
In Favor 
Opposed xx 

Opposed 
Opposed 
Opposed 
UndecidedK 
In Favor 
UndecidedK 
Opposed 
Opposed 
Opposed 10

' 

I n Favor 
In Favor 
I n Favor 
In Favor 
I n Favor 

Undecid 
No 

Possible 

No 
Undec.id 

Undecidei 
No 

No 
Possible 
Yes 
No . 

I n Favor Undecided 
l e aning Againstxx 
J pposed 
I n Favor 
Jn Favor 
J ndec ided 1

"' 

I n Favor 
I n Favor 
I n Favor 
I n Favor 
In Favor 
t n Favor 
·)pposed 
Jndec ided~': 
~n Favor 
')pposed 
l n l•avor 
:- n Favor 

Yes 
PossibJe 

Undecided 
Possible 
Undecided 
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Senator 

Sen. Abdnor 
Sen. Andrews 
Sen. Armstrong 
Sen. Baker 

1Sen. Baucus 
Sen. Bingaman 
Sen. Boren 
Sen. Boschwitz 
Sen. Bradley 
Sen. Bumpers 
Sen. Burdick 
Sen. Byrd 
Sen. Chafee 
Sen. Chiles 
Sen. Cochran 
Sen. Cohen 
Sen. Cranston 
Sen. D'Amato 
Sen. Danforth 
Sen. DeConcini 
Sen. Denton 
Sen. Dixon 
Sen. Dodd 
Sen. Dole 
Sen. Domenici 
Sen. Durenberger 
Sen. E.1gl eton 
Sen. L.1st 
Sen. Exon 
Sen. Ford 
Sen. Garn 
Sen. Glenn 
Sen. Goldwater 
Sen. Grassley 
Sen. Gorton 
Sen. Hart 
Sen. Hatch 
Sen. Hatfield 
Sen. Hawkins 
Sen. Heflin 
Sen. Hecht •' 
Sen. Heinz 
Sen. Helms 
Sen. Hollings 
Sen. Huddleston 
Sen. Humphrey 
Sen. Inouye 
Sen. Jackson 
Sen. Jepsen 
Sen. Johnston 
Sen. Kassebaum 

1Sen. Bentsen 
1Sen. Biden 
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Assistant 

Garrett Fuller 
J i 11 Ed w a rd s 
Debra Buetner 
Lynn·e · Holmes 
Mary Troland 
Brent Burdowski 
David Cox 
Barbie Thompson 
Marcia Arnoff 
Bill Massey 
Leo Wilking 
Joan Drummond 
Annette Frybourg 
Connie Hays 
Jane Walton 
Kim Cortell 
Gary Aldridge 
Rick Nasti 
Ted Blanton 
Bob Fiedler 
Karl Moore 
Sylvia Davis 
Mike Naylor 
Sheila Bear 
George Romanas 
Tom Horner 
Glenn Smith 
Tom Bov.:Jrd 
Bill Heppner 
Dave Le.:.ider 
Jo.:.inne Snow 
Dan Daugherty 
Terry Emerson 
John Maxwell 
Mary Ann McGettigan 
Judie Beals 
Steve Markman 
Tom Getman 
John Dedinski 
Barry Bauman 
Royle Melton 
Richard Breyers 
Tom Ashcraft 
Ashby ' Thieft 
Roger LeMaster 
David Grey 
Patric Delion 
Charlotte Tsoucalis 

Susan Austin 
Elizabeth Lewis 
Marina Weiso 
Greg Principato 

Position 

In Favor 
In Favor 
In Favor 
Undecided~: 
Undecided 
Oppos·ed 
Undecided* 
Opposed 
Undecided · 
u n d e C i d e d m: 

Opposed ;:;: 
In Favor 
Un d e c i d e d ,rn 
In Favor 
In Favor 
Opposed 

· Opposed 
In Favor 
Opposed;:.: 
In Favor 
In Favor 
Un d e c i d e d ;: .: 
Opposed 
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In Favor 
In Favor 
Opposed 
In Favor 
In Favor 
In Favor 
In Favor 

In Favor 
In Favor 
Opposed"" 
Opposed 
In Favor 
Opposed 
In Favor 
In Favor 
In Favor 
Undecided"" 
In Favor 
In ·Favor 

In Favor 
Undecided 
Undecided 
In Favor 
In Favor 
Undecided;': 
In Favor 
Undecided"•• 

Co-sponsor 

Yes 
Possible 
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No 
No 

No 
No 
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Undecided 
Yes 
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Yes 
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No 
Undecided 
Undecided 
Undecided 

Yes 
Undecided 

Yes 

Yes 
Undecided 

No 

No 
No 
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Undecided 



Senator 

Sen. Kasten 
Sen. Kennedy 
Sen. Lautenberg 
Sen. Laxalt 
Sen. Leal)y . , 
Sen. Levin 
Sen. Long 
Sen. Lugar 
Sen. Mathias 
Sen. Matsunaga 
Sen. Mattingly 
Sen. McClure 
Sen. Melcher 
Sen. Metzenbauqi 
Sen. Mitchell 
Sen. Moynihan 
Sen. Murkowski 
Sen. Nickles 
Sen. Nunn 
Sen. Packwood 
Sen. Pell 
Sen. Percy 
Sen. Pressler 
Sen. Proxmire 
Sen. Pryor 
Sen. Quayle 
Sen. Randolph 
Sen. Riegle 
Sen. Roth 
Sen. Rudman 
Sen. Sarbanes 
Sen. Sasser 
Sen. Simpson 
Sen. Specter 
Sen. Stafford 
Sen. Stennis 
Sen. Stevens 
Sen. Thurmond 
Sen. Tower 
Sen. Trible 
Sen. Tsongas 
Sen. Wallop 
Sen. Warner 
Sen. Weicker 
Sen. Wilson 
Sen. Zorinsky 

50= In Favor 

Assistant 

Willy Lerkach 
Robert Shum 
Joy Silver 
Paul Holm 
Ann Harkins 
John Sheridan 
Lula Davis 
Lynn Daglian 
Mike Cooper 
Elma Henderson 
Woodie Woodward 
Martha Solodky 
Mary Gereau 
Cheryl Birdsall 
Jeff Nathanson 
Debbie Alfred 
J.C._ Artsinger 
Laura Clay 
Irene Sanders 
Peggy Walkers 
Brad Penny 
Cindy Oliver 
Diane Swanson 
Morton Schwartz 
Nancy Dair 
Jim Wolfe 
Ned Massey 
Cindy Jucinkouis 
Becky McDonald 
Tom Polgar 
Judy Davidson 
Rosemary 
Paul Hortz 
Mary Westmoreland 
Mike Francis 
Jim Kendal 
Maryann Simpson 
Eric Holtman 
Debra Harnsburger 

Brenda Wellburn 
Paul Cussey 
Travis Singer 
Getrey Baker 
Ira Golciman 
Dan Fuchs 

*= Likely vote yes (8) 
58= probable Yes 
**= Major Targets (12) 
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-· ·. .. . June 24, 1983 · 

Hon. John P. East 
Committee on the Judiciary 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Re: Hatch Silent Prayer Amendment 

Dear Senator East: 

I do not regard this proposal favorably • . 

First of all, I do not believe ~hat a mere "prayer 
amendment" is what is needful for the accommodation of 
religious liberty in public education. While I greatly doubt 
that public education today really can be .made legally 

· satisfactory to genuinely religious people, the minimum 
accommodation to religious freedom should be an amendment 
which, in effect, overrules the McCollum decision, Kindly 
see my article which appears in Free Congress' BLUE PRINT 
FOR JUDICIAL REFORM, pages 340-348. 

If, however, a "prayer amendment" is sought ·. the Hatch 
Amendment is not the one which should be picked. If we're 
going to amend the Constitution to allow prayer, why not let 
it be aloud? Certainly, if children are to pray at all, they 
should 'be allowed to pray in normal -- not covert - style. As 
to Section 2, I am not sure it is needed yet, since _the 
Supreme Court - has -not yet ·barred such access. If Section 2 
is utilized, . there should be added, at the end: "including 
religious groups." 

Thanks for all you are doing. My best to your dear 
wife. 

Very truly yours, 

William B. Ball 

. ... .. 

. ·. l 
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JAMES T , DRAPER, JR. 

July 8, 1983 

President Ronald Reagan 
THE WHITE HOUSE 
Washington, DC 

Dear Mr. President: 

I regret that I could not meet with 
required to be at another meeting in 
I was privileged to meet with a group 
leaders today at the invitation of 
Council. Your invitation came during 
this afternoon. 

F'IRIIT BA..,.l!IT CHURCH 

P . O . Box 400 

EULE■ !I, TEXAS 76039 

you, but am 
the Midwest. 
of Christian 
the Freedom 
our meeting 

I strongly believe in the right of voluntary prayer 
in the public schools. I have traveled over 130,000 
miles this past year. I have concluded that the 
overwhelming majority of our 14 million Southern 
Baptists favor voluntary prayer in the public 
schools . We are a theistic country. The Supreme 
Court has clearly ruled that such acknowledgment 
of our theistic faith in the public sector is our 
right by law. Voluntary prayer guarantees the same 
right to our children. 

I have had some concerns regarding the proposed 
prayer amendment. I believe it must include clear 
langauge, disallowing any authority of the state 
to prescribe the content of such prayer. I urgently 
request that distinct language be employed by the 
proposed amendment to make this absolutely clear. 
If such changes are made, I would strongly support 
it. 

May God bless you today and every day. You are 
constantly in our prayers. 

In His love, 

JTD / mn 



Dr. Ben ARMSTRONG, 
Director 

LISTING OF ATTENDEES 

July 12, 1983 

National Religious Broadcasters 

Mr. John BECKETT, 
President 
Intercessors of America 

Reverend Theodore CHELPON 
Greek Orthodox Church 

Dr. Jerry FALWELL, 
President 
The Moral Majority 

Reverend Robert GRANT, 
Chairman 
Christian Voice 

Rabbi Menachem LUBINSKY 
Agudath Israel of America 

Mrs. Connaught MARSHNER, 
Chairman 
National Pro-Family Coalition 

Mr. Edward MCATEER, 
President 
Religious Roundtable 

Dr. Billy MELVIN, 
Executive Director 
National Association of Evangelicals 

Mr. Theodore PANTALEO, 
Executive Director 
Freedom Council 

Bishop J. 0. PATTERSON 
Presiding Bishop 
Church of God in Christ 

Dr. Pat ROBERTSON, 
President 
Christian Broadcasting Network 

Mr. Grover REES, 
Professor 
University of Texas School of Law 



Dr. Seymour SEIGEL, 
Professor 
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Jewish Theological Seminary 

Mr. Demos SHAKARIAN 
Founder and President 
Full Gospel Businessmen 

Jimmy SWAGGERr 
Jimmy Swaggert Ministries 

Archbishop Joseph TAWIL 
Roman Catholic, Melkite 

Dr. Herbert TITUS, 
Dean, School of Public Policy 
CBN University 

Dr. Morris VAAGNES, 
President 
International Lutheran Center for Church Renewal 

Mr. Bob WEINER 
Founder and Director 
Maranatha Ministries 

Bishop Thomas WELSH, 
Presiding Bishop 
Diocese of Allentown 

Mr. Paul M. WEYRICH, 
President 
Free Congress Research and Education Foundation 

Dr. Thomas ZIMMER.i.'1A.N, 
General Superintendent 
Assembly of God 

Mr. Donald H. Johnson 
National Chairman 

Assemblies of Our Lord Jesus Christ 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

May 6, 1982 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ON THE PRESIDENTlS PROPOSED 
VOLUNTARY SCHOOL PRAYER AMENDMENT 

Q) Will the amendment overrule, abolish, or modify the 
First Amendment to the Constitution? 

A) No. The voluntary school prayer amendment will be 
consistent with the original purpose of the First Amendment, 
which was to enhance the opportunities of citizens to worship 
as they see fit. For 170 years after the adoption of the 
First Amendment, prayer was permitted in the public schools. 
In 1962, the Supreme Court held that prayer in the public 
schools violated the First Amendment provision forbidding 
an "establishment of religion". 

Justice Potter Stewart, in a strong dissent from the Court's 
opinion, pointed out that the purpose of the Establishment 
Clause was to prevent the Federal Government from establishing 
an official religion~ Justice Stewart pointed out that 
permitting school children to participate voluntarily in 
prayer is a far cry from designating a particular religion 
to which citizens must subscribe. He pointed out that the 
two Houses of Congress open their daily sessions with 
prayers, that our coins, our Pledge of Allegiance, and our 
National Anthem all reflect the truth that "we are a religious 
people whose institutions presuppose a Supreme Being." Engel 
v. Vi tale, 370 U. S. 421 ( 1962) (Stewart, J. , dissenting) • 

Q) How will the amendment guarantee that nobody will be 
coerced into participating in prayer or religious 
exercise? 

A) The amendment will guarantee that no person shall be 
required by the United States or by any state to participate 
in prayer. Lower federal court decisions have suggested, for 
instance, that prayers by unofficial groups of students who 
congregate after class hours of their own volition are not 
really voluntary because other students might feel subtle 
pressure to join in the prayer. The amendment will reject 
such an approach. 

➔ 
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Q) What is to prevent school districts from imposing 
particular religious doctrines on school children? 

A) The amendment will rely on two factors to guard against 
the imposition of sectarian beliefs: 

First, the American political tradition is one of respect for 
diversity and for freedom of religious expression. It would 
be wrong to assume that states and localities would seek to 
stifle diversity or to offend members of their communities 
who hold minority religious views. In fact, prior to 1962, 
local school authorities demonstrated a respect both for 
religion and diverse views about religion. 

Second, the amendment will absolutely forbid public schools 
or other government agencies from requiring anyone to participate 
in any prayer or religious exercise. Anyone who is offended 
by the content of any prayer -- whether he is a member of a 
minority religious group, an atheist, or anyone else -- can 
simply refuse to participate; this constitutional right of 
refusal will be an absolute safeguard against the imposition 
of sectarian forms of worship. 

The Lord's Prayer and the Ten Commandments are reflections 
of our Judaeo-Christian heritage that could not fairly be 
described as instruments for the imposition of narrow 
sectarian dogmas on school children. Indeed, any reference 
to a "personal" God who is more than a mere "life-force" 
might be "denominational" insofar as it reflected the 
general beliefs of Judaism and Christianity to the exclusion 
of those who reject the idea of a personal God. 

Q) Will the amendment affect other public institutions 
besides public schools? 

A) Yes but this provision would effect little or no change 
in present judicial interpretations of the First Amendment. 
As Justice Stewart pointed out in his dissent in Engel v. Vitale, 
prayer is an important part of our national heritage and of 
our daily community life. Prayer in public places other than 
schools -- in public parks, in prisons, in hospitals, in 
legislatures, in Presidential Inaugural Addresses -- has never 
been held to violate the Constitution. The United States 
Supreme Court begins all its sessions with reference to 
Almighty God. The amendment would reaffirm this interpretation, 
subject to the right of every individual to refuse to participate 
in prayer or religious exercise. 

Q) Would the amendment have any intended effect on pending 
court actions against prayers in sessions of Congress and 
against the retention of chaplains in the armed services? 

A) The amendment would reaffirm the constitutionality of 
prayers in Congress and of armed service chaplains. 
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Q) Will the amendment have any effect on the question of 
government aid to religious schools, or "tuition tax 
credits"? 

A) No. Judges and constitutional scholars hold a wide range of 
opinions on the extent to which government may directly or 
indirectly aid religious institutions. The amendment will deal 
only with public institutions and would not affect the constitu­
tional status of private institutions. 

- - ·- -- - ---
Q) Will the amendment require school boards or other 

government agencies to pennit students to pray in 
school? 

A) No. The amendment will simply remove any constitutional 
obstacle to voluntary prayer. If school boards decided that 
such prayers were a bad idea, they would be exactly as free 
to exclude prayer from the schools as they are now. But 
states and local school boards would also be free to permit 
voluntary prayer, a power that is now denied them. 

Q) Will state governments or local school boards be free to 
compose their own prayers if this amendment is ratified? 

A) Yes. Since the voluntary school prayer amendment will 
eliminate any federal constitutional . obstacle to voluntary 
school prayer, states and communities would be free to select 
prayers of their own choosing. They could choose prayers that 
have already been wtitten, or they could compose their own 
prayers. If groupsi of people are to be permitted to pray, 
someone must have the power to determine the content of such 
prayers. 

The amendment will accept the premise that corranunities are a 
more appropriate forum than federal courts for decisions about 
the content of school prayers. Of course, no student or any 
other individual will be required to participate in any prayer 
to which he objected for any reason. 

Q) Why are you proposing a constitutional amendment rather 
than statutory changes to restore the right to prayer in 
schools and public institutions? 

A) Legislative enactments will not be sufficient to overcome 
Supreme Court interpretations of constitutional provisions. 
Proposals to limit Supreme Court jurisdiction, even if constitu­
tional, would not reverse existing Supreme Court decisions and 
would be inappropriate as a matter of policy. 

Q) What is the status of support in the Congress and in the 
states for restoring voluntary school prayer? 

A) A wealth of national poll data shows overwhelming public 
support for restoring voluntary school prayer. In the 97th 
Congress, there are now pending thirteen bills and nine proposed 
constitutional amendments designed to restore the opportunity 
for voluntary school prayer. 

State legislatures have repeatedly tried to restore this right 
to their Public school children. 



March 30, 1982 

Memo to Gary Bauer 

From Grover Rees 

Re: School Prayer Amendment 

Nothing . in this Constitution shall be construed 
to prohibit prqyer in any school or in any other place 
6r. ·:iris.titution, whether public or private;: provided 
that no person shall be required by the United States 
or by any of the several states to participate in any 
prayer or religious exercise. 

After a survey of about fifty proposed constitutional 

amendments on the matter of school prayer, I have concluded that 

the above language has the best chance of achieving the desired 

effects while avoiding the major jurisprudential and political 

pitfalls that such an amendment might encounter. Here are some 

brief observations about the language: 

(1) "Nothing in this constitution shall be construed." This 

formulation is that of the Eleventh Amendment. It has the advantage 

of not conceding that the decisions being overruled were ever 

' 
correctly decided. The school prayer amendment is not an 

exception to the First Amendment; it is consistent with the thrust 

of that amendment, which (contrary to what might be suggested by 

a reading of modern decisions and commentaries) was designed to 

enhance rather than to diminish t he opportuniti e s for citi zens to 

worship. 

(2) "In any school or in any other institution, whether public 

or private." The amendment does go beyond public schools; it 

would also prohibit the courts from declaring unconstitutional 

any prayer in other public places, or in places or institutions 
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that receive government funds. There are no political or legal 

problems created by covering these other places and institutions, 

and stating the principle more generally will help to blunt the 

charge that this issue is too narrow and particular to deserve 

a constitutional amendment. (At the moment the courts hold 

that it is not unconstitutional to allow prayer on the Mall, 

and their decisions about religious exercises in private schools 

receiving government aid are confusing and perhaps conflicting.) 

This amendment, unlike some other proposed amendments, does not 

say anything about government aid to pervasively religious institutions; 

nor does it deal with coins, public documents, or any of the 

other matters in which official reliance on God has thus far 

been tolerated. 

( 3) It is important to note on·e-' other thing the amendment 

does not do: It does not require the states to permit prayer in 

public schools. The California Supreme Court might even decide that 

the "establishment of religion" language in the California Constitution 

prohibits prayer in California public schools, and this amendment 

would not preclude such a construction. It would be possible to 

do so by enacting an affirmative right to pray in public schools 

and other public places. I might personally favor such an amendment. 

But I'm afraid it would be far more controversial, and it would put 

us on the wrong rhetorical side of the federalism issue. It would 

also create problems about to what extent the states could regulate 

the times, places and manners of prayers students wanted to make 

in school. 

(4) Note also that the amendment does not use the word 

"nondenominational." I see several problems with this word. First, 
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the courts might hold t I L the Lord's Prayer, or any other 

prayer identified with the Christian or Judaeo-Christian 

tradition, to be "denominational." The requirement of 

nondenominationality would be a fruitful litigating point 

for A.C.L.U. lawyers whose close reading would show the influence 

of Mormon theology on the prayers selected by Utah schools and 

of Catholic theology almost everywhere else. References to saints, 

to angels, to the afterlife, to specific attributes of God, or even 

references to a "personal ~od" who is more .than just a life-force, 

might be held to be "denominational" insofar as they might offend 

Unitarians and like that there. I believe we can rely on two 

factors to ensure that this amendment will not result in sectarian 

indoctrination of schoolchildren: First, the voluntariness proviso, 

discussed below. Second, the political process and the fundamental 

respect of the American people for diversity and for the principle 

of freedom of worship. I should add that it is very important 

not to give opponents of the amendment the opportunity to argue 

that the language is unclear and that it would give rise to 

floods of litigation. The word "denominational" has these poli t ical 

drawbacks precisely because of the jurisprudential drawbacks described 

above. Attempts to limit the range of acceptable prayers also have 

the drawback of putting the federal government --- either the courts 

or the Congress that proposes the amendment--- into the business of 

writing prayers. Somebody, of course, has to be in this busines s, 

or at least i n the business of selecting prayers; but principals 

and school boards wi ll do a better job of choos i ng the pray ers t hat 

are appropriate for their communities. 

(5) "Provided that no person shall be required by the United 

_ ., - L - ..L -- ..L..- ___ .._~_;?"\~~ o. ; ,., ::::an ,, n r ::av ~r 
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or religious exercise." I have chosen this proviso rather than 

the word "voluntary" because I think the latter too imprecise. The 

specific degree of voluntariness I have in mind is that any student 

who objects should be allowed to remain silent, to remain seated, 

and to think irreligious thoughts during the prayer if he so chooses. 

This was all . the Supreme Court required in the flag-salute cases, 

and this ought to be enough constitutional protection from the 

effects, if any, of prayer. The Court might decide that a prayer 

is not "voluntary" if students are compelled by circumstances to 

listen to it, or that "voluntariness" is breached by a requirement 

that a student act affirmatively to exclude his own participation. 

Even the language I propose does not absolutely preclude these 

interpretations, but it is clearer than "voluntary," and it is l ess 

cumbersome than spelling out in the Constitution what I've said 

in the above paragraph. The legislative history --- the President's 

statement about the 'amendment, the Judiciary Committee reports, 

and so forth --- should make it absolutely clear that the proviso 

is satisfied so long as students are not forced over their 

objection to participate in worship. (Also it should be made 

clear that nobody is "required to participate in a religious 

exercise" when his tax dollars are used to support institutions 

where prayers take place. This is the usual rule on taxpayers' 

rights, so there's no need to have language in the amendment 

itself to this effect; but we should foreclose the possibility 

that the ACLU and the courts will vitiate the amendment, and a 

statement in a report accompanying the amendment will serve this 

purpose.) 

(6) We should, of course, include a time limit for ratification. 

- _-, ,- L- L.!_1_ 
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it's much more elegant to put the time limit in the resolving 

clause rather than in the text of the amendmentitself, where it 

will clutter up the Constitution after it's lost its usefulness. 

Despite arguments to the contrary made by proponents of the 

ERA extension, a time limit in the resolving clause is just as 

binding as a time limit in the text. 

I'll try to submit a l _onger memorandum as . soon as I can. 

I'll be available to answer any questions you may have at any 

time. 
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JAMES T . OAAPUI, JA. 

July 8, 1983 

President Ronald Reagan 
THE WHITE HOUSE 
Washington, DC 

Dear Mr. President: 

I regret that I could not meet with 
required to be at another meeting in 
I was privileged to meet with a group 
leaders today at the invitation of 
Council. Your invitation came during 
this afternoon. 

F°IAIIT 8A..,.19T CHUACH 

P . O . Box 4 □□ 

EULESS , TEXA9 76039 

you, but am 
the Midwest. 
of Christian 
the Freedom 
our meeting 

I strongly believe in the right of voluntary prayer 
in the public schools. I have traveled over 130,000 
miles this past year. I have concluded that the 
overwhelming majority of our 14 million Southern 
Baptists favor voluntary prayer in the public 
schools. We are a theistic country. The Supreme 
Court has clearly ruled that such acknowledgment 
of our theistic f a-i th in the public sector is our 
right by law. Voluntary prayer guarantees the same 
right to our children . 

I have had some concerns regarding the proposed 
prayer amendment. I believe it must include clear 
langauge, disallowing any authority of the state 
to prescribe the content of such prayer. I urgently 
request that distinct language be employed by the 
proposed amendment to make this absolutely clear. 
If such changes are made, I would strongly support 
it. 

May God bless you today and every day. You are 
constantly in our prayers. 

In His love, 

JTD / mn 
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United States Holocaust Memorial Council 

Office of the 
Director July 13, 1983 

The Honorable Morton Blackwell 
Special Assistant to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Morton: 

Thank you for inviting me to the meeting at the White House 
yesterday. It was an honor and a pleasure to attend. I am sorry 
t hat the Hatch Act prevents me from doing more. But what can I 
do? Any suggestions? 

I am enclosing a little piece which was published before I 
came to Washington. Therefore, I think it is "kosher" to use it, 
if you think you can. 

With every good wish, I am 

Enclosure 

Seymour egel 
Executive Director 

Suite 832, 425· 13th Street, NW Washington, DC 20004 
202-724-0779 
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Jewish Spectator 
Fa 11 1982 

SCHOOL PRAYERS YES! 
By SEYMOUR SIEGEL 

THE HUMAN being is the only creature who 
prays. In prayer, we acknowledge our dependence 
on a Power greater than our own. We perfect our 
character; establish a relationship between heaven 

· and earth. It is prayer that makes us human. In 
· ·the words of a great teacher of modern Judaism: 

"Prayer may not save us. It can make us worthy 
to be saved." From a religious point of view jt 

is inconceivable that education be considered com­
plete without being taught how to pray. A man 
may master all of science, literature, and history, 
if he qo.es not know how to establish a dialogue 
with God, if he has not learned how to revere life 
and life's Creator-he bas not fully developed his 
humanity. An educational institution which ne­
glects training in prayer has overlooked an indis­
pensable aspect of human growth and development 
It is because of this, that as far as I know, no edu­
cational system until relatively recent times did not 
include religious worship as part of its activities 
and curriculum. 

Divine assistance and blessings. Whatever the 
meaning of the First Amendment which prohibits 
~e establishment of a state religion, it certainly 
did not mean the separation of religion from pub­
lic institutions and functions. If we are endowed 
by our Creator with certain inalienable rights, we 
are bidden to acknowledge our Creator in the pur­
suit of deepening our understanding and practice 
of these rights. • · 

It is frequently argued that religion is a private 
matter which should be limited in its expression in 
homes, churches and synagogues. Those who 
argue this way do not, I suggest~ properly under­
stand the basis of our Judeo-Christian religious 
tradition.. Religion is not a Privatsache~ reserved 
for sacred space. Biblical religion, if anything, 
den:iands to be acknowledged in all aspects of life; 
When thou sittest in thy house, when thau walkest 
by the way, when thou sittest down and when thou 
risest up. A religion which is limited by the walls 
of houses of worship or in the seclusion of one's 

In the United States · most public events begin own home is less than a religion. Where else but 
with prayer. The Senate -and the House of Repre- in the places where the character of the next gen­
sentatives began their deliberations this morning eration is formed; where the laws that govern the 
with prayer. Inaugurations, sessions of the Su- ·= land are crafted; and where the decisions which 
prerne Court, thanksgiving declarations, al1 invoke decide the fate of nations are made should the fact 
God's presence and ask for His guidance. President that we are a nation "under God" be concretely 
Reagan, in calling for the passage of the proposed acknowledged? · 
ame!)dment quoted the words of Benjamin Frank­
lin .. to the Constitutional Convention: 

THERE has been a long tradition of including 
I beg leave to move-that henceforth prayers im- < some term of public prayer in the public schools 
ploring the assistance of Heaven, and its blessings ever smce their inception. The most striking evi­
oo our deliberations, be held in th.is Assembly dence of this is the fact • that the Massachusetts 
every morning before we proceed to business. Board of Education, beaded by Horace Mann, re-

: It hardly seems logical that the very convention 
that was responsible for the Constitution would 
have viewed with favor the elimination of prayer 
from public schools when it ordained that its own 
sessions commence each day with a request for 

Robbi Siegel is Professor of Ethics and Theology at the Jew­
ish Theological Seminary of America. This '"Testimony" v.·as 
gi\•en by him at a Hearing of the Senate Judiciary Committee 
on July 29, 1982. Rabbi Siei;el's is a m.ii:iority opinion in the 
Jewish community. While we do not support the "Political 
Right" with which Rabbi Siegel is associated, we share the 
view that non-dcnominorionol acknowledgment of "our de­
pendence on a Power greater than our own" belongs iD 
American classrooms. · 
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moved sectarian instruction from the schools but 
prescribed a program of "daily Bible reading;, de­
votional exercises and the constant inculcation of 
the precepts of morality." Thus the very founder 
of the American public school sys.tem favored the 
inclusion of religious devotions into .the cumculum 
~f the institut_ions. For 170 years after the adop­
tion_ of the F17st Amendment, prayer was permit-
ted m the public schools. · 

In our own epoch, when we have given over to 
the public schools many functions that were once 
the province of horn~ anci other institutions, we 
cannot in good conscience see the schools as places 
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only for the imparting of information. Schools, 
where most children spend a good part of_ their 
day, are crucial in the fonnation of chara.tter as 
well as the inculcation of ideals, world views and 
moral vaTues. There can be no education without 
the imparting of a more basic outlook on the na­
ture of things. If :my positive expression of reli­
gion is banned from the schools on the grounds of 
First Amendment guarantees, the public schools 
will become (as they already have become in 
many parts of our nation) proponents of a secular 
point of view. Just as nature abhors a vacuum, so 
the human soul cannot remain empty of spiritual 
values. Ii it is not nurtured by our traditional reli­
gious teachings, substitute faiths, formal and in­
formal, will rush in. When people stop believing 
in something, observed G. K. Chesterton, it is not 
that they believe in nothing. It means that they b~ 
Jieve in anything. 

More and more American parents are being 
convinced that public schools whlch ar(? given the 
task of driver education, sex education, and family 
education should also be concerned with the skill 
indispensable to human growth: the art of prayer. 

I am convinced by those constitutional scholars 
who affirm that the intention of the First Amend­
ment to the Constitution was to forbid the estab­
lishment of one religion over the other. It did not 
intend to remove religion altogether from our 
public life. 

Those of us who v.~sh to make possible the re­
introduction of religious devotions in public 
schools, if desired by the p_arents, realize that no 
great civilization can flourish unless it is built 
around a central idea-a core affirmation about 
life and the universe. 

Martin Buber, perhaps the greatest Jewish 
thinker of our century, has written: 

To recognize the nature of what we call a great 
civilization, we must consider the great historical 
civilizations. We shall see that each of them can 
be understood only as a life-system. In distinction 
to a thought system, which illurrunates and eluci­
dates the spheres of being from a central idea, a 
}if e-system is the real unit in which again and 
again the spheres of existence of a historical group 
build up around a supreme principle. Its funda­
mental character is always a religious and norma­
tive one; because it always implies an attachment 
of human life to the absolute. (At the Turning, 
p. 11) 

The public school is the central educational in­
stitution of our civilization. It has the awesome 
responsibility of educating the next generation to 
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carry on the great ideas and structures of · the 
American civilization. It cannot, at its peril and 
ours, neglect to articulate and promote "our su­
preme principle." I believe that the decisions of 
the Supreme Court barring religious expression bas 
weakened our public schools as :well as our cul­
ture. We have, therefore, no recourse except the 
amendment before us. 

To summarize therefore, we believe that there 
can be no true education without religious nurture. 
The American political system acknowledges the 
importance of prayer in providing for it in our 
great national events. The education of children 
must include religious expression. This was ac­
knowledged from the very beginnings of our hls­
tory. The First Amendment bars the establishment 
of one particular religion, not the elimination from 
public expression of religion. We need a consti­
tutional amendment to make possible the religious 
freedom available to the American people before 
the ill-advised · d~cisions of the Supreme Court 
which prohibited ·. voluntary prayer in the public 
schools. Therefore, the current proposed amend­
ment should be supported. 

;What I have said is the view of many Jewish 
citizens. · However, it would be .. misleading ( and 
you will hear from others very soon) to <ieny that 
the majority of Jewish organizations oppose this 
Amendment. I believe these views to be misguided. 
They are based_ on the view that Jews, a small mi­
nority of the American people, v.ill be coerced into 
participating in religious exercises in the frame- · 
work of religious traditions they do not accept. · 
Though there is some merit in this apprehension, 
I believe it is not enough to oppose the intent of 
the framers of this Amendment. 

First of all, the proposed Amendment expressly 
eschews coercion of anyone to pray. Ii Jewish 
parents or atheist or Catholic parents do not wish 
to permit their children to join in school. _prayers, 
they are protected under this Amendment. 

Secondly, the courts have decided to protect 
those students whose religious convictions make it 
impossible to recite the Pledge of Allegiance. We 
should and do respect such rights of . conscience. 
We do not on that basis prohlbit the recitation of 
the Pledge of Allegiance. We would hope that 
school boards around the country should be en­
couraged _and assisted in formulating prayers 
which could be recited by the vast majority of the 
children. These kinds of prayers should be crafted 
so as to take into consideration the feelin2s and 
beliefs of Jewish schoolcllildren as well a; other 
minorities of the population. We should recognize 
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, that the strengthening of the religious sentiment 
in our culture is of such great importance to all of 
us that the impossibility of some of us, because of 
reasons of conscience to participate, should not be 
used as a reason -to deny to the others their oppor­
tunities to exercise their conscience. As the 
Supreme Court has stated: "We are a religious 
people whose institutions presuppose a Supreme 
Being." That, of course, applies to all of us: Prot­
estants, Catholics and Jews. We should make 
every attempt to inf use our public institutions with 
religious sentiment which is common to our vari­
ous traditions. If we cannot do so, we must real­
ize that solutions will not satisfy everybody, but in 
a democratic society, the great Reinhold Niebuhr 
pointed out, we try to find provisional solutions. to 
insoluble problems. 

Forty years ~go, a visitor to our country ob-

served the American system and wrote: "Men will 
more and more realize that there is no meaning in 
democracy if there is no meaning in anything, and 
there ·is no meaning in anything if the universe has 
not a center of significance 2nd an authority that 
is the author of our rights. There is truth in every 
ancient fable, and there is here something of fancy 
that finds the symbol of the Republic in the bird 
that bore the bolts of Jove. Owls and bats may 
wander where they will in darkness and for them 
as for the skeptics, the universe may have no cen­
ter ... but it was far back in the land of legends, 
where instincts find their true images, that the cry 
went forth that freedom is an eagle, whose glory is 
gazing at the sun." What this Amendment at­
tempts, is to make possible this continued gazing 
at the sun by our future citizens as they learn that 
which will enable them to carry on the traditions 
of American freedom. 
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?bthing in this Cbnstitutioo shall be construed to deny or abridge 

the free exercise of voluntary religious expressioo or the right of 

any govemnent t.o facilitate the exercise of religioo provided it is 

done in a nanpreferential nanner and that the govemnent does not aoopt 

any specific religious ~ine or m:xle of worship as its o.m • 
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CECIL TODD AARON PATRICK 
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,His Inessage? Le/ prayers-
... evangelist 

i coine hack into schools 
Evangelist Cecil Todd is bringing his 

"America for Jesus" crusade to the 
LaPorte Assembly of God Church, 1601 

: I St., Sunday at 10:45 a.m., and extends 
'. an invitation to the public. 
I 
/ The nationwide crusade, launched by 

the Revival Fires Ministry from Joplin, 
Missouri, of which Todd is founder and 
president, is enlisting the people's sup­
port to put prayer back into the public 
schools. · 

\ Appearing with Todd will be Aaron 
Patrick, an Elvis Presley imper­

: sonator, who has dedicated his talents 
to serving Christ through music. 
Patrick will be performing Presley 

, songs with a Christian emphasis . The 
! . 

concert will be free to the public. 
Todd will bring with him the world's 

longest prayer petition which he plans 
to send to members of Congress asking 
them to return prayer to the public 
schools. 

Todd is at the halfway mark of his 
desired goal of 100,000 signatures. 
Everyone in attendance Sunday will 
have an opportunity to sign the petition. 

"I don't want to force anyone to pray, 
. but I do want the kids and teachers in 

our public schools to have the privilege 
to pray if they so desire, " Todd said. 

"It is time for Christians who favor 
the return of prayer to come out of their 
seats, onto their feet, and into the 
streets for our God and our country." 
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concert will be free to the public. 
Todd will bring with him the world's 

longest prayer petition which he plans 
to send to members of Congress asking 
them to return prayer to the public 
schools. 

Todd is at the halfway mark of his 
desired goal of 100,000 signatures. 
Everyone in attendance Sunday will 
have an opportunity to sign the petition. 

" I don't want to force anyone to pray, 
. but- I do want the kids and teachers in 

our public schools to have the privilege 
to pray if they so desire, " Todd said. 

" It is time for Christians who favor 
the return of prayer to come out of their 
seats, onto their feet, and into the 
streets for our God and our country." 
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Prayer Petition 
Dr. Cecil Todd, left, displays a petition he will submit to 

congress in July asking that prayer be returned to schools. 
Dr. Todd has garnered some 75,000 names on the petition 
with the number one space reserved for President Reagan, 
who has indicated he will sign it. The petition covers the 
length of three football fields. Pictured with Dr. Todd is 
P?.stor Gordon Hoefer of Calvary Temole. 
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-Dispatch photo ilY Fred Marzolph 

The Rev. Rick McGough, right, pastor of New Life Fellowship, Assembly of 
~God Church, Moline, signs a 1,000-foot petition calling for legislation that would 
allow voluntary prayer in public schools. At left are Linda and Cecil Todd of 
Joplin, Mo. 

l,000-foot petition on lour 
By BEVERLEY LINDBURG 

Olsoatch Writer 

Like a mother-to-be, Cecil Todd has carried his 1,000-foot­
long petition supporting voluntary prayer in public schools 
around the country for the past nine months. 

And like a father, he has great hope for his offspring. 
He hopes it will lnfluence members of the U.S. House and 

Senate to vote in favor' of re.~toring voluntary prayer in 
public schools. 

"I feel it is tragic that the freest country in all the world is 
denying this freedom to our young people,". Todd said 
Wednesday at a press conference held in the tropical 
lushness of the Holidome at the Holiday Inn, Moline. 

"The courts have been listening to the minorities when 
this a democracy where the majority is supposed to rule," 
he said. " George Gallup says that up to 85 percent ( of 
Americans) want prayer back in schools." 

Todd, director of Revival Fires Ministry, Joplin, Mo., 
was in town Wednesday to lead a F!!,ith and Freedom Rally 
at the New Life Fellowship, Assembly of God Church, 
Moline, and to gather more names for his petition. 

TODD SAID HE has visited 25 states and collected 70,000 
signatures since launching the petition drive nine months 
ago. He hopes to have 100,000 names affixed to the hefty 
rolled document when he presents it to legislators in 
Washington July 1. 

The Rev. Rick McGough, pastor of New Life Fellowship, 
said 294 persons packed the church Wednesday night and 

. about 200 signed the petition. " You have to be of voting 
· a&e," he said. ' 

The third name on the petition is that of William J. Mur­
ray, Todd pointed out, " the pe'rson whose name appeared 
on the suit" that resulted in the U.S. Supreme· Court's 1963 
ban on classroom prayer. 

Murray's mother, Madalyn Murray O'Hair, actually filed 
the suit against the Baltimore School District on behaU of 
her son, that ended in the justic!!s ruling 8-1 that reading the 
Bible and recitation of the Lord's Prayer in classrooms, 
under direction of the local school board, was unconstitu­
tional. 

TODD SAID HIS petition is a sequel to the 1 million 1n­
dividual petitions he forwarded to President Ronald 
Reagan a year ago asking for support of allowing prayers in 
public schools. 

A short time after the petitions were delivered, said Todd, 
Reagan announ<:ed his support Qf classroom prayers. 

" When I saw the success of that (drive), I realized the 
House and Senate needed to be jarred, too," said Todd, and 
he started the present drive. 

Todd said ·the petition drive "is bullt around" his 
"America for•Jesus Crusade, " which will eventually target 
other issues like abortion and euthanasia. 

" I feel like America has experienced a spiritual and 
moral breakdown," he said . 

Todd said he and his wife Linda have also handed out 
Bibles during their signature-qrocuring tour. He estimated 
they have "given away a hall-million Bibles to kids." 

" I believe a Bible in their hands and a prayer on their lips 
will be two of the things that will turn around the schools," 
he said. 



vangelist urges Congress 
allow prayer in school 

The aisles were filled Sunday morning at LaPorte's Assembly of God 
Church, 1601 I St., as evangelist Cecil Todd called for a return to allow 
prayers in public schools. 

Tqe 2½ hour revival also included songs by born again Elvis Presley im­
personator Aaron Patrick. Patrick, who has dedicated ltls life to Christ, of­
fered personal testimony about his new found faith. 

Todd said if the members of Congress represented the people like they are 
supposed to, students would be allowed to pray in school by September. Ac­
cording to a Gallup poll 85 percent of Americans want prayer returned to the . 
classroom, he said. 

"I just believe that school kids should have the privilege to start their day · 
the same way the House and Senate does, with a prayer," Todd said. "This is 
the greatest country in the world. It's worth fighting for and it's worth pray-
ing for." · 

Church members and visitors signed Todd's petition to Congress asking 
for the return of prayer in public schools. . 

Todd plans to deliver the petition, with 100,000 signatures, sometime in Ju- . 
ly. He said 20,000 more names were needed to reach the goal. · · 

The evangelist from Missouri is also handing out Bibles free to school 
' . 

., 
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children following the President's proclamation making 1983 "The Year of 
the Bible."He has given away over 500,000 Bibles since the crusade began. 

"This country was born on its knees with a Bible in its hand," he said, 
"America needs to pray." 

Prayer petitions were already delivered by Todd to President Reagan 
three weeks before the President announced his support for an amendment 
to the Constitution which would allow prayer in the classroom. 

Sunday's revival was part of Todd's "America for Jesus" crusade, which 
has already reached 35 different states and 55 different nations. The crusade 
left LaPorte Sunday afternoon on its 'fay to Lafayette, Ind., and from there 
it will go to Dallas, Tex. . . 

"If we seem a little bit tuckered out it's because we are. We rode straight 
.. from North Dakota like the Lord was riding with us and the devil was after 
. us," Todd joked. 

. · Todd is the president and founder of Revival Fires Ministry, in Joplin, 
.· Missouri, and holds a doctorate degree in Divinity. He is a member of the 
·National Religious Broadcasters and chairman of the National Clean Up TV 
crusade. He has been the only speaker on the Revival Fires television pro-
gram since it started 18 years ago. · 
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97TH CONGRESS H J RES 493 2D SESSION • • • 
Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

MAY 25, 1982 

Mr. KINDNESS (for himself, Mr. LOTT, and Mr. BEARD) introduced the following 
joint resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

JOINT RESOLUTION 
Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 

States. 

1 Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 

2 of the United States of America in Congress assembled 

3 (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol-

4 lowing article is hereby proposed as an amendment to the 

5 Constitution of the United States, which shall be valid to all 

6 intents and purposes as part of the Constitution if ratified by 

7 the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States within 

8 seven years from the date of its submission to the States by 

9 the Congress: 



2 

1 "ARTICLE -

2 "Nothing in this Constitution shall be construed to pro-

3 hibit individual or group prayer in public schools or other 

4 public institutions. No person shall be required by the United 

5 States or by any State to participate in prayer.". 

0 
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iew Trustee Opposes BJCPA 
:>n School Prayer Amendment 

83-95 

By Larry Chesser 

WASHINGTON (BP)~In opp~;sition>to testimony presented by the Baptist Joint Committee OD 

Public lttairs, a newly-elected Southern Baptist Convention representative to that agency baa 
urged a Senate panel -to pass Presiden~ Reagan's prOJ><?Sed . schoo~ prayer amendment. 

In a letter t~ Senate Judiciary Committee chairman Strom Thurmond, R-s.c., North Carolina 
attorney Samuel T. Currin cited a 1982 SBC resolution supporting the Reagan prayer amendment aa 
olea~ evidence "that Baptista favor a restoration or voluntary prayer to the public schools." . 

, Thurmond'a committee is considering two proposed constitutional amendments approved early 
in June by the Subcommittee on the Constitution. The Reagan proposal, S.J. Rea 73, would allow 
at.ate-written oral pr,ayer.,.in public schools. A substitute supported by Sen. Orrin a. Hatch, 
R-Utah, ~and othe~;~ -~ber:~1,<?t. ,.the s_ub~OIDDl.1:,,tte~ . wt!~ld_ ~rm.it "individual or' group silent prayer 
and aedi tation" and provide -"equal access · to the use · of publ!o ·schools bJ all voluntary •tudent 
groups.• · .. , · ... ... 4,, .a: s.;.. .... ·~ .•t! .... . .... ~ -~ ~ ,. "' ~ .,,,. • .... " 

Thurmond entered the Currin letter and a copy or the 1982 SBC resolution into the record 
arter hearing testimony from BJCPA General Counsel John V. Baker urging the panel to rejeot 
both proposals. · 

Currin's letter quoted the 1982 resolution's erroneous declaration the Reagan amendment 
"does not constitute a call ror government-written or government-mandated prayer.• A printed 
White Bouse explanation or the amendment's impact said the proposal would empower state and 
local orrioials to compose prayers to be uaed in public schools. 

"If groups ot people are to be permitted to pray, someone must have the power to deteraine 
the content or such prayers,• the White House document stated. 

In hia testimony, Balcer referred to the recent 1983 SBC resolution adopted in Pittsburgh 
vhioh urged Baptista to "express their confidence in the United States Constitution, and 
particularly in the Firat Amendment, as adequate and sufficient guarantees to protect these 
rreedoma c tree exe·roi.se "and., no '·establishment" or religion).• - . · - -· - ;.J ,. , ;;..,,; ·--1·· · !'-_---· 

• 
Tol~ by Baker the 1983 resolution rejected the previous year's position, Thurmond aaid, 

•I wonder just why they sent this letter then." 

"Because that's an old resolution which agreed with Hr. Currin'a position,• Baker 
responded. "lt'a not the position which the Southern Baptist Convention took just two veeka 
ago.J . 

Baker t"Urther reminded Thur'IIIOnd, ·hfmselr a Southern Baptist, "eaoh Sout~•rn Baptist 
Convention meeting apeaka tor itself and (the 1982 resolution) waa the expreaa1on or opinion or· 
tboae people there at that time.w 

Earlier Baker told the committee the _BJCPA opposes "any attempt to amend the Firat 
&aendment" and warned "amending the Constitution should be the last resort rather than a first 
resort.• 

"Neither the judicial nor the legislative proo/sses have run their t'Ull oourae on the 
isauea or a period of silence or equal access," Baker said. 

-more-

0 



... 

,,I 

5/28/83 Page 2 Baptist Press 

"Ir the Judicial processes as well as the ordinary legislative processes are allowed to 
run their course, the need which some Senators see tor a constitutional amendment •J well be 
removed," he added. 

Baker's assessment or the Hatch substitute was underscored by an administration witness 
mo urged the panel to stay with the Reagan amendment. 

. \ 

Deputy Attorney General Edward Schmults said the silent prayer and equal access i~ues or 
~he Hatch amendment have not yet been finally decided by the Supreme Court and a constitutional 
unendment to deal with them "seema to be premature." 

Sohmults suggested legislation might accomplish the same goal as the Batch substitute, a . 
riev also pushed by Sen. Hark O. Hatfield, R-Ore., who asked the committee to oonaider his 
tqual access legisla~ion rather than either or the constitutional amen~enta. _:.-.:.- , .. ·. ·;1: : -;, __ 

~. . . . • ' .: ,. __ !..~ : ·:.~.. • 2 '-: ~s--. 
Hatfield, also a Southern Baptist, has introduced legislation (S. 815) -to proYide equal _ 

looesa tor high . school students· to meet voluntarily tor religious purposes. · ·· · 

Fur t her action on the propoaala is yet to be scheduled but a committee apokeSll&D aaid it 
rill "most probably• occur after the July 4 recess. ·· · 
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: ,y name is Joanne Golds mi th.. I am President ·of the 

1:ational :1.f:sociation of StatP. Boards of '.:!:d ucati.on, which 

represents e1ucation policymaking bodies in nearly a ll 

states, u. s·. Trust Territoties and the Oistrict of Columbia. 

I wish to thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the opportunity to 

testify toda~. 

I should make it clear at the outset that our association's 

general policy on the i ssue before us i s that "it i. s 

inappropri~te to allow government to organize, prescribe, 

or direct prayer in the public schools." The Constitutional 

amendment under consideration clearly would permit public 

schools to both organi~e and prescribe a time of prayer. 

It also would allow voluntary student groups to use school 

facilities predominantly for religious purposes .. ~e must, 

therefore, ~trongly oppose its adoption. 

The issue, it should be remembered, is not whether any 

party is for or against religion. Our associatibn deeply 

respects all religious faiths and the unquestioned right Qf 

individuals to follow their beliefs, whether in religious 

institutions, in their homes, or in their own private 

mo:nents anywhere. 

Nor i s the question whether the prayer or meditation 

that would be permissible under the proposed amenjment 

is spoken or silent. We appreciate the attempt to avoid 

a common argument in school prayer disputes: that spoken 

prayer by s tudents of a majority religion would exert undue 

pressure on other $tudents of minority faiths. But the 

language in Section 1 of the proposed amendment, we believe, 
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~t i l l violnte8 the overridine iss ue at s t ake : tha t 

government shall not organi ze or pres cribe a time f or 

prayer in the public s chools . 

'i! e need s carcely say that any individual s tudent, 

whether s omewhere in a s chool facility or on a par lc bench 

or els ewhere, may choose to engage in private, s ilent 

prayer. Our objection i s to government organi zation ann 
prescription of the moment. 

'{le also oppose Section 2 of the proposed amendment t o 

the Constitution. In this instance, our most fundamental 

objection i s that it i s unneccsary, u.rnl that it is un11is e 

to c l uttGr t he Con□ titution with amendment s on matter s 

vthich are a lready being re s olved s atisfactorily by the 

courts. 

There are circumstances, the lower courts have found, 

in which students who wish to meet in school faeilities 

for religious discussion may do so. Last May, for example, 

the U. S . J istrict Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania 
. 

held , in i3ende r v. ',! illiamsnort Ar ea .Schoo l !)i s trict, t:►1 .'.lt 

o. "·::holly E-t uient - i ni tLit cd !)r 2.yer c l ub may meet during the 

:i.c -;; ivity per i od" es t ablis hed by the s choo l . 

Th e leading decis ion by the U. S . Supr e me Court in thi s 

a r ea , of course, is j idmar v . Vincent, a 1981 ruling in 

which the High Court held that a public university, the 

Univer s ity of Mi ssouri, impro perly denied a s tudent 
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reli~iou8 vroun the use of school faciliti As . 

The test in these and other cases is chiefly v:hether 

the school involvei has established a true 11 0-pen forum" 

by permitting a wide variety of g:c.oups to use facilities 

for extracurricular activities. In both these cases, the 

courts found that the schools had indeed done so , and 

that to deny uce ton rcligous c;roup was therefore 

discriminatory , especially since the benefit enjoyed by 

a religious group in such circumstances woulo. be merely 

"incidental," as the Supreme Court stated in ·.'iidmar. 

The courts have made it clear, in other words, that 

voluntary, student-initiated prayer groups using school 

facilities become suspect when such use is not incidental 

but dominant. Indeed, so far as vve are aware, in every 

case in which the courts have rejected so-called neutral 

extracurricular use policy, they have done s o because 

they found that they were adopted for the purpose, . and had 

the effect, of advancint:: sectarian ends. We believe that 

thi s i s ci. !.Jroper tes t , and one v1hich has pcrmi ttcd us e 

of school f&cilities by religious groups under appropriate 

circu:nstancGs . 

;lhe court s a l z o h a v e es t a bli s hed other measures o -J: 

appro"':lri a t0n0ss in thi:-:i 3.rca : the age anl im:Jr 3s:-.:: i ona bili ty 

of the students , the presence or absence of school personnel. 

the voluntary or involuntary nature of the religious . 
activity. But the foremost test is whether such use is 

predominantly for religious purposes. We agree with these 



standards and therefore oppose a policy, reflected· in the 

proposed amendment, that would allow them to be violated. 

I wish to thank you again, Mr. Chairman, for the 

opportunity ta testify today. I know how sensitive the 

school praye~ i:::sue is, and I shall be happy to answer 

any questions you may have. 




