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MEMORANDUM TO: Faith Ryan Whittlesey Page
SUBJECT: The School Prayer Amendment
DATED: May 25, 1933

is that the President publicaly oppose the Hatch proposal as
inadequate to solve the problems caused by the Supreme Court's
mistakes regarding school prayer.

Senator Hatch has already alienated much of the Pro-life
movement with his amendment which is bitterly opposed by
roughly half of the Pro-life activists. He has also aggravated
lots of the conservative organizations with his activities
on the Criminal Code Revisions, mercifully dropped le : year.
Most recently, he has enraged Phyllis Schlafly with his
intention to proceed with ERA hearings.

I think it is just possible that if Senator Hatch under-
stands that a silent prayer amendment will be repudiated by
the President that he will go along with the President's
Amendment, at least until the fall.

I don't know if it is necessary to take this up at the
Senior Staff meeting tomorrow, but I would hope that our
decision-making process could move fast enough that o1 or
more Senior Staff members would contact Senator Hatch rior
to any possible mark-up on school prayer tomorrow in Hatch's
Subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee.

1 Attachment a/s



STATEMENT OF: Marilyn Lundy, President
CITIZENS FOR EDUCATIONAL FREEDOM

There is nothing in the Constitution that prohibits prayer in
public places. Certainly our forefathers intended freedom FOR rel jion
not just freedom FROM religion. Therefore, Citizens for Educational
Freedom supports the original Prayer Amendment.

STATEMENT OF: John Beckett, President
INTERCESSORS FOR AMERICA

Intercessors for America has serious reservations about, and cannot
endorse a silent Prayer Amendment for the following reasons:

1. A Silent Prayer Amendment takes the issue out of a historic
Judeo-Christian perspective of prayer which has included
vocalizing, '"calling upon the name of the Lord" and a
vocalized offering of "supplication, petition, and inter-
cession," and places ''prayer' exclusively in an especially
Eastern and occult silent "meditative' religious discipline.

2. Christian "meditation'" is the pondering of scriptural
precepts and/or the person of Christ. Eastern occultic
"meditation" is actually defined by the Bible and by
orthodox Christians to be false religion and the
conjuring of demonic powers.

3. A Silent Prayer Amendment would positively rule out
the predominant and traditional form of Judeo-
Christian prayer.

STATEMENT OF: Gary Jarnmin,
CHRISTIAN VOICE

While Christian Voice will not publically oppose a Silent Prayer
Amendment, it leans strongly against it for two major reasons:

prayer; and

2. Christian Voice believes a Silent Prayer Amendment 1 - not
stand any better chance of passage than the President's
language because opponents will correctly condemn it as
being moot/unnecessary and some hard-core supporters of
7 pra; "1 r a. > vote : 1inst it.






STATEMENT OF: NATIONAL CHRISTIAN ACTION COALITION

The NCAC much prefers the President's language and would hope, at a
minimum, that the full committee will have an opportunity to consider it
in mark-up.

STATEMENT OF: THE BACK TO GOD MOVEMENT

The National Back to God Movement would only support a Silent Pr: :r
Amendment as a last resort. We strongly support the President's langt e
and hope it will be reported out of the full Committee.

STATEMENT OF: Martha Roundtree, President
LEADERSHIP FOUNDATION

The matter of voluntary school prayer is a matter of Constitutional
rights of the States to decide what kind of prayer they want, if any.
The only thing that Congress could legislate would be to re-affirm the Bill
of Rights which states unequivocally, '"The powers not delegated to the
United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States,
are reserved to the States respectively or for the people."

STATEMENT OF: Phyllis Schlafly, President
EAGLE FORUM

Eagle Forum stands with the President's School Prayer Amendment.
Our polls show that his School Prayer Amendment is supported by the over-
whelming majority of the American people.

STATEMENT OF: Pat Robertson
CHRISTIAN BROADCASTING NETWORK

Supports the President's Amendment and would use his TV program t
oppose silent prayer amendment.



INSERT A

A survey of leaders of most major groups wanting
to restore voluntary school prayer was taken after your
hearings. These leaders overwhelmingly prefer our pro-
posed amendment over any suggested lesser alternative.
I think we must keep the faith with these supporters by
bringing our amendment before the full Senate.
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May 26, 1983

Dear Strom:

I want to thank you for your leadership on the school prayer
issue. I appreciate the fine hearings you have held, both on { =2
constitutional amendment I transmitted to Congress 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. I believe we all share a strong desire to do
something effective to reverse the trend of excluding all
religious forms of speech from the public schools.

The constitutional amendment we have introduced would undo the
damage by reversing the Supreme Court's school prayer decisions
of the early 1960s. Polls continue to show broad support for
returning prayer to the schools, and we have reason to hope tha+*
the amendment can pass as our fellow citizens make their views
known to their elected representatives. —I—woeuld_at—least—like to-
see this amendment-given_a-chance—for-a—vote before the full-

Fudiciary—Committee.

,I,/, 11\66‘,:(‘ @7’

At the same time, your hearings have called public attention to
the need for a bill to guarantee nondiscrimination toward
religious student groups in federally assisted public schools.
There is nothing in the Constitution or Supreme Court decisions
to warrant discrimination against student groups just because the
content of their speech is religious in nature. A bill along t
general lines of those already introduced by Senators Denton an
Hatfield could go far to end such discrimination.

I hope that both our 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 representatives, before a national
decision is made on this most important matter.



o

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

Sincerely yours,

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










































National Association of Evangeliral's Draft

Nothing in this Constitution shall be construed |
prohibit prayer or other religious activity in public
schools. Neither the United States nor any State shal
require any person to participate in prayer or other
relig b>us activity, or prescribe the content of any
prayer or other religious activity.

Comment: The chief problem with this language is
that it would prohibit a school board from choosing or
authorizing that a particular prayer be recited in a class-
room. I think the language could be improved if the l:
phrase read:

"or drafr the content of any such prayer or other
religious act.vity."

This would prevent school boards from drafting prayers
but still allow them the option to implement a prayer com-
posed by parents or an interfaith panel of clergyme



Chrierian Voi~2 Proposal #1

Section 1- Nothing in this Constitution shall be
construed to prohibit individual or group nonsectar: n
prayer in public schools. No person, unit of governme t
or school shall be required by the United States or ai
State to participate in such prayer. Nor shall the
United States or any State draft the content of such
prayer.

Section 2- Nothing in this Constitution shall be
construed to prohibit equal access to the use of public
school facilities bv voluntary student groups based on
the reli i s cont it of speech.















Qtate/Senator Assistant Position
TEXAS
Bentsen Marina Weiso In Favor
R Tower Debra Harnsburger In Favor
UTAH
Garn Joanne Snow In Favor
Hatch Steve Markman In Favor
VERMONT
Leahy Ann Harkins Opposed
Stafford Mike Francis In Favor
VIRGINIA
R Warner Travis Singer In Favor
Trible David Warnick In Favor
WASHINGTON
Jackson Charlotte Tsoucalis Undecided
Gorton Maryann McGettigan Opposed**
WEST VIRGINIA
Randolph Ned Massey In Favor
Byrd Joan Drummond In Favor
WISCONSIN
Proxmire Morton Schwartz In Favor
Kasten Willy Lerkach In Favor
WYOMING
R Simpson Paul Hortz In Favor
Wallop Michael Hoon Undecided*

55=1In Favor

%= Lijkely vote yes (4)
*%*= Major Targets

R= Senators up for reelection in 1984


















STATEMENT OF: Marilyn Lundy, President
CITIZENS FOR EDUCATIONAL FREEDOM

There is nothing in the Constitution that prohibits prayer in
public places. Certainly our forefathers intended freedom FOR rel: .on
not just freedom FROM religion. Therefore, Citizens for Educational
Freedom supports the original Prayer Amendment.

STATEMENT OF: John Beckett, President
INTERCESSORS FOR AMERICA

Intercessors for America has serious reservations about, and ¢ inot
endorse a silent Prayer Amendment for the following reasons:

1. A Silent Prayer Amendment takes the issue out of a historic
Judeo-Christian perspective of prayer which has inclv :d
vocalizing, "calling upon the name of the Lord" and a
vocalized offering of "supplication, petition, and inter-
cession,' and places '"prayer'" exclusively in an especially
Eastern and occult silent "meditative' religious discipline.

2. Christian "'meditation'" is the pondering of scriptural
precepts and/or the person of Christ. Eastern occultic
"meditation'" is actually defined by the Bible and by
orthodox Christians to be false religion and the
conjuring of demonic powers.

3. A Silent Prayer Amendment would positively rule out
the predominant and traditional form of Judeo-
Christian prayer.

STATEMENT OF: Gary Jarmin,
CHRISTIAN VOICE

While Christian Voice will not publically oppose a Silent Prayer
Amendment, it leans strongly against it for two major reasons:

1. Christian Voice prefers the President's language, or at
A ] L t] « "

2. Christian Voice believes a Silent Prayer Amendment may
stand any better chance of passage than the President's
language because opponents will correctly condemn it ;
being moot/unnecessary and some hard-core supporters of
vocal prayer may also vote against it.



[ENT OF: NATIONAL CHRISTIAN ACTION COALITION

The NCAC much prefers the President's language and would hope, at
minimum, that the full committee will have an opportunity to consider it
in mark-up.

STATEMENT OF: THE BACK TO GOD MOVEMENT

The National Back to God Movement would only support a Silent Prayer
Amendment as a last resort. We strongly support the President's language
and hope it will be reported out of the full Committee.

STATEMENT OF: Martha Roundtree, President
LEADERSHIP FOUNDATION

The matter of voluntary school prayer is a matter of Constitutional
rights of the States to decide what kind of prayer they want, if any.
The only thing that Congress could legislate would be to re-affirm the .11
of Rights which states unequivocally, "The powers not delegated to the
United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States,
are reserved to the States respectively or for the people."

__ATEMENT OF: Phyllis Schlafly, President
AGLE FORUM

Eagle Forum stands with the President's School P1 rer Amendment.
Our polls show that his School Prayer Amendment is supported by the over-
whelming majority of the American people.

STATEMENT OF: Pat Robertson
CHRISTIAN BROADCASTING NETWORK

Supports the President's Amendment and would use his TV program to
oppose silent prayer amendment.



POSITION OF: Forest Montgomery,
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF EVANGELICALS

As long as there is a continued push of the Denton-Hatfield Equal

Access Statute, they would support the Grassley-Thurmond-Hatch. If it
was dropped, then they would have to reconsider their position.

POSITION OF: Bob Nolte,
MARANATHA MINISTRIES

Does not want silent prayer. Would support Equal Access provision.

POSITION OF: Connie Marshner,
FAMILY FORUM

Silent prayer would not achieve same objective as having vocal pray:
schools. Would oppose.

POSIT JN OF: Jerry Falwell
MORAL MAJORITY

Does not think silent prayer good enough and would NOT support until
good faith effort made in Congress to pass the President's Amendment.

POSITION OF: Paul M. Weyrich
COMMITTEE FOR THE SURVIVAL OF A FREE CONGRESS

Silent prayer gives weak sisters an opportunity to squish-out on
school prayer.

POSITION OF: Howard Phillips
CONSERVATIVE CAUCUS

Silent prayer too watered down. Supports the President's Amendment.
Would prefer limiting Federal Court jurisdiction.

POSITION OF: James Swa; irt
THE JIMMY SWAGGART MINISTRIES

Silent prayer too weak. Would support silent prayer only if effort
to permit vocal prayer fails.

in









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

Sincerely yours,

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





