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TEXT OF
PRESIDENT REAGAN'S

REVISED VOLUNTARY PRAYER AMENDMENT

ARTICLE

"Nothing in this Constitution shall be construed to
prohibit individual or group prayer in public schools or
other public institutions. No person shall be required
by the United States or by any State to. participate in
prayer. Nor shall the United States or any State compose

the words of any prayer to be said in public schools."”
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$ nmary,.the AASA feels that prayer is a‘very personal e_xperience a religion
an individual matter. Mixing cducation and religion in the public schools of our
diverse socicty is not wise. Nor is it sound practicc to employ the Constitution
as a handy remedy to appeasc those who have been frustrated by court decisions.
T Constitution, after all, is the foundation of our national wisdom. The balance
ol powers provide recourse through the courts to thosc who fecel that their r hts
have been violated by legislative acts. The interplay of tﬁe judicial and legis-
lative branches of government has protected the civil rights of American citizens
and sustained this nation's integrity as a der ratic society through more than
a century of history, That process should be preserved and the proposed con-

stitutional amenc 2nts rejected.
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t. : that 2 restore the ability of our schoolchildren to do so
as well.
Mr. Chairman, I shall be glad to answer any qQi i

you or members of the Committee might have.
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religion, the interdependence of religious liberty with all hu
rights, and the 1 levance of Christian concerns to the life of
the nation. Because of the congregational autonomy of individi 1
Baptist churches, we do not purport to speak for all Baptists.

On June 16, 1983 the Southern Baptist Convention, meeting 1
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, adopted a resolution which, after
praising the First Amendment provisions preventing an
establist ent of religion and guaranteeing the free exerc’ 2 of
religion, concluded: "Be it finally RESOLVED, That we call up«
Baptists to express their confidence in the United States
Constitution, and particularly the First Amendment, as adequate
and sufficient guarantees to protect these freedoms." One day
later, on June 17, 1983, The American Baptist Churches in the
U.S.A., meeting in Cleveland, Ohio, adopted a resolution on
religious liberty which in part stated: "We also reaffirm tt
principle of Separation of Church and State as a legal g: ‘ant @
and a source of support for religious liberty.”

These attitudes about the First Amendment guarantees are
typical of most Baptists and it is from this starting point t :
the Baptist Joint Committee will present its testimony today.

1. We strongly object to any attempt to amend the First
Amendment. Because the First Amendment has been extensively

litigated during the past 40 years, there is some understanding

regularity about it which has allowed both church and state t
know generally the proper relationship between the two. Both the

church and the state have profited by knowir . the metes and
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does not suffer as qreatly from this defect and is much e
easily changed when a mistake has been made.

The Congress has not yet exhausted its Jegislative
options. Senator Hatfield's proposal on egqual access, S. 81 ,
has not been given a hearing. Tt merits hearings and we woul
find its provisions much less threatening to religious libert
than this proposed amendment. S. 815 is more narrowly drafte
and contains more qualifying words than does this proposed
amendment , and thus it is less likely to force drastic decisi s
by school administrators or engender unforeseen judicial
interpretation. In any event, we would much prefer an attem at
a legislative solution to the problem of religion in the publi-
school classroom to any change in the First Amendment.

Thus we end where we began. We unalterably oppose any
tampering with the First Amendment. That Amendment indeed has
proven to be "adequate and sufficient" to protect religious
liberty in the past and it is our contention that, if it is t
alone, it will continue to be "adequate and sufficient" for t

years to come.






A NUMBER OF COMMENTS ABOUT THEIR CRITICISMS.

TO THOSE OF A MORE LIBERAL PERSUASION WHO ARE CRITICAL OF
THE PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE AMENDMENT, LET ME EMPHASIZE SEVERAL

IMPORTANT POINTS:

FIRST, THE AMENDMENT WOULD ONLY PERMIT INDIVIDUAL OR GROUP
SILENT PRAYER OR MEDITATION. ' IT WOULD NOT PERMIT THE EXPRESSION
OF DENOMINATIONAL PRAYER, OR OF ANY OTHER ORAL OR VOCAL PRAYER,

SECOND, THE AMENbMENT WOULD NOT.ESTABLISH ANY CONSTIT 'ION2
RIGHT IN ANY INDIViDUAL TO REQUIRE PRAYER IN THE SCHOOLS. IT
WOULD SIMI-"7 "“AVE THIS DECISION WITH THE STATE AND LOCAL CON ]
NITY, NO STATE OR LOCAL COMMUNITY WOULD BE COMPELLED TO ALLOW
PRAYER.

THIRD, HE PROPOSED AMENDMENT WOULD NOT REQUIRE ANY INDI-
VIDUAL TO PARTICIPATE IN SILENT PRAYER OR MEDITATION. REASONAB
ACCOMODATIONS WOULD HAVE TO BE MADE FOR INDIVIDUALS WHO CI SE,'
FOR WHATEVER REASON, NOT TO PARTICIPATE IN SILENT PRAYER.

FOURTH, THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT WOULD PROHIBIT ANY FORM
OF OVERT OR SUBTLE ENCOURAGEMENT OF ANY PARTICULAR FORM OF
PRAYER. NEITHER THE STATE NOR THE LOCAL COMMUNITY NOR THE
CLASSROOM TEACHER COULD, IN ANY WAY, ENCOURAGE TﬁE SILENT EX-
PRESSION OF ANY FORM OF'PRAYER.

FIFTH, THERE WOULD BE ABSOLUTELY NO ROLE UNDER THIS

1 - TATE OR ANY OTHER PUBLIC AUTHORITY TO
DRAFT ANY PRAYER, JMP( E ANY PRAYER, OR SELECT ANY PRA! R
FOR STUDENTS. BECAUSE ONLY SILENT EXPRESSIONS OF PRAYER
WOULD BE PERMISSIBLE, THE STATE WOULD HAVE NO RESPONSIBI-

LIT_:S IN THIS REGARD.
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Welcor to the White House. I wish the occasion for your
visit today was a more enjoyable one, but we all know you're he =
for a serious purpose. This audience understands the dangers «

a violent minority seeking to impose its will by terrorism. 1In
the Middle East, the PLO is committed to the destruction of
Israel and the democracy it represents. In Central America,
communist guerrillas seek the destruction of El Salvador : 13 its
budding democracy.

But more than a similarity of terrorist methods links events
in the (ddle East with those in Centrai Pmerica. The common
element is t!' Palestine Liberation Organization. For make no
mistake, just as the PLO deals in terrorism and subversion -in t
Middle East, it is also an activé ally of communist
revolutionaries throughout Central America.

The strong tie between the PLO and Nicaragua's Sandinist
government is particularly revealing. Sandinista soldiers fought
beside their PLO comrades in the Middle East as early as 1970 and
many have been trained by the PLO. In 1978 the two groups issu 1
a joint declaration of war against Israel. The PLO has [ ovided

'
They espouse the same principles and the same hate. As one

Sandinista spokesman has said, "There is a long standing blood

unity between us and the Palestinians."
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