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W. a. C. S. 
WISCONSIN ASSOCIATION OF CHRISTIAN SCHOOLS, INC. 

243 SPAULDING STREET 

The Honorable 

WATERTOWN, WISCONSIN 53094 

January 28, 1982 

Ronald F. Reagan, President of the United States 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear President Reagan: 

(414) 261-7237 

You are to be commended for your recent action in r~versing ~he IRS ruling concerning tax 

/

exemption of religious educational institutions. The United States must be governed by law 
and not by bureaucratic decree. 

However, as a result of your action, a bill has now been sent to Congress that could cause 
churches to lose their tax exemption even if their schools are integrated. 

I am asking that this legislation be opposed because of the following reasons: 

1. The bill would cause churches to lose tax exemption because no protection is provided 
against such an unethical sweetheart suit as the Green vs Connally suit. Congress should de­
mand a complete investigation of this collusive litigation, and the irregularities brought 
about by the IRS and the Justice Department working with the Lawyer's Committee for Civil Rights. 

2. This bill is vague concerning enforcement which would allow the IRS and the Federal Courts 
to write arbitrary and capricious rules for religious institutions. 

3. The burden of proof will be left on the schools. The bill violates the free exercise 
clause and establishment clause of the Constitution . 

While I am not in favor of racial discrimination I am a l so opposed to a bill that would 

~

ring unnecessary government entanglement in religious freedom. Any law that seeks to restrict 
r penalize the practice of religious conviction through taxation would be a sacrifice of our 

freedo~. 

I would appreciate hearing from you on this matter at your earliest convenience. 

MM:eg 

~·~ 
----Marvin:. ~nyon~ 

FROM THE OFFICE OF THE LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTATIVE 



February 23, 1982 

President Ronald Reagan 
Whitehouse, 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear President Reagan , 

.. 

As a. Christian I feel I must write to you a.nd say I am 
against Senate Bill S-2024, House Bill H-5513, Senate 
Concurrent Resolution 59, House Concurrent Resolution 
59, Eouse Concurrent Resolution 245 or any other resolu­
tion or measure s which would take the same action. The 
bill is unconsti tutiona.l in the t it permits IRS to in­
vestigate all aspects of the religious schools and this 
could lead to church-state entanglement. Instead of 
freedom to exercise religion, it could become a. privilege 
to enjoy as the government permits. The bill will establish 
a preference for religious beliefs that a.re in agreement with 
government policy respecting race. The burden . of proof is 
placed on the church regarding the lack of discrimination and 
it's vague terminology could lea.d to yea.rs of arguing over 
meaning of terms. The IRS is in no way restricted in the 
enforcement of the bill. 

As I write this letter I am praying that you will look to 
God for guidence in this matter and that you will do what 
is right and best for a.11 concerned. 

:ay God bless you, 

~-~im~~ 
Rt. #2, Box 414 
Fyffe, Ala.. 35971 

cc: 

:c 

/4. Mort on Blackwell, Spec.Ass't to the President 
Congressman 'Ibm Bevil 
Congressman Ronnie Flippo 
Senator Jeremiah Denton 
Senator Howell Heflin 
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THE LUTHERAN CHURCH-MISSOURI SYNOD 

~ 5 00 N ORT H BROADWAY· SAINT LOUIS, MISSOURI 63102 

~\i 
V OF F I C E O F TH E 

PRES I D EN T 

Presi dent Ronald Reagan 
The Whi t e Hou se 
Washington, D. C. , 20500 

Dear Mr . President: 

January 27, 1982 

2 3 1-6969 
AREA CODE 3 14 

The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod, a church 
million members worshiping in more than 6,000 
out t he United States and Canada, is strongly 
c r i mina tion of all kinds. 

body of more than 2.7 
congregations through­
opposed to racial dis-

The congregations of our church body operate the largest parochial 
school s ystem of any Protestant denomination in the United States. 
Not onl y do we endeavor to operate our schools without any racial 
discrimination, but we also believe that any private schools prac­
ticing s uch discrimination should not enjoy federal tax exemptions. 

Because of its deep concern about this matter, the Board for Parish 
Services of our church body adopted the following resolution in its 
January 1982 meeting and asked me to convey it to you: 

To encourage President Bohlmann to petition President 
Ronald Reagan to call for legislation barring tax ex­
emption status for schools that practice racial dis­
crimination. 

WHEREAS , An issue has r ecently been raised in our na­
tion r _egarding tax exempt status to segregat­
ed private schools; and 

WHEREAS, The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod has evi­
denced its rejection of racial discrimination 
for moral, ethical, and social reasons, through 
a number of convention resolutions, with the 
establishment of the Commission on Black Min­
istry, and by other actions; therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Board for Parish Services joins its 
executive staff in strongly encouraging the 
President of the Synod to immediately send a 
message to President Ronald Reagan stating the 
Synod's concern for the injustice and injury 
to persons that will continue under a policy 
that promotes racial discrimination, and that 
President Reagan strongly recommend to Congress 
that it enact legislation barring tax exemp-



• 

President Ronald Reagan 
January 27, 1982 
Page 2 

tion status to private schools that practice 
racial discrimination. 

We thank you for your attention to this matter and assure you of our 
continuing prayers on your behalf as you discharge your important re­
sponsibilities on behalf of our nation and the free world. 

RAB: jck 

Sincerely, 

Ralph A. Bohlmann 
President 



CHRISTIAN EDUCATORS ASSOCIATION 

President Ronald Reagan 
The ihite House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear President Reagan: 

OF THE SOUTHEAST 

ROBERT A. GUSTAFSON, PRESIDENT 

February 3, 1982 

I am writing concerning the Church Regulatory Bill which I understand is 
coming before Congress very shortly. I am very concerned by the nature of 
this bill. Let me begin by saying that I greatly oppose racial segregation. 
I believe that not only is it unbiblical, but clearly in violation of the 
Civil Rights Act . 

I personally have campaigned against segregation for many years, and 
believe that it is something that is absolutely intolerable. In the church 
where I pastor, we welcane people of all minorities. In fact, one of the 
leaders of our church is black. In our Christian school we likewise have 
many minority children. We encourage minority enrollment. 

My great concern regarding this bill is that it is a violation of the 
separation of Church and State. Although I oppose segregation, I also oppose 
government intervention that could lead to tremendous problems in the future 
regarding the sanctity of w:>rship. 

My objections specifically to this bill are as follows: First, the bill 
flatly denies free exercise of religion. Second, this bill provides insuffic­
ient safeguards against arbitrary government action through later bureaucratic 
law-making because of a burden of proof problem, and because it is replete with 
vague, ambitious, overbroad and standardless terms. Third, this bill presumes 
guilt until proven innocent. It would require the accused church school to go 
to court to protect it's constitutional rights. Fourth, this bill fosters 
excessive entanglement between government and religious schools. 

Finally, let me state once again my objection to segregation. I believe 
it is deplorable. I hope that the bill will not discriminate against those 
who are not racists. The wording of this bill is vitally important as it will 
establish a precedent which could lead to an incredible violation of freedom 

/

of 'WOrship in this country. It is my prayer that you will consider carefully 
the content of this bill and vote against it, or amend it so as to provide 
adequate safeguards. 

RRG/js 
P.O. BOX 290 • BRANDON, FLORIDA 33511 • 813/689-8815 



Dr . r~ed Y. Brewer 
Chairman-Huntington 

President Ronald Reagan 
The White House 
Washingt.Gn_, D~C- 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

Rev . Ken Coleman 
Secretary /Treasurer-Pt. Pleasant 

Rev . John l. Bom 
Executive Director-Millon 

MORAL MAJORITY of 
WEST VIRGINIA, INC. 

P.O.Box 612, Milton, West Virginia 25541 
Phone Number: [304) 743-5886 

February 6, 1982 

I was delighted to hear of the directive by you instructing the Internal 
Revenue Service to restore tax ~e1E,pt status to Bob Jones U.£iy_gr__s_ity 
other Christian schools. 

However, the subsequent decision to promote legislation that would deny 
tax exempt status to organizations which in the opinion of the administ­
ration practice discrimination is, I believe, unconstitutional and pre­
sents a tragic threat to the religious freedom of countless religious 
institutions. 

May I remind you that by a vote of 337 to 83, on July 30, 1981, the House 
of Representatives passed an amendment to HR 4121 to "prohibit the use of 
funds to formulate or carry out any rule, policy, procedure, guideline, 
regulation, standard, court order, or measure which would cause the loss 
of tax exempt status to private, religious, or church operated schools." 

All four of our Congressmen from West Virginia voted in favor of HR 4121 , 
I hope t ha t they will vote against the bill that has been introduced tbat 
would nullify HR 4121. Mr. President, believe me, this is not a racial 
issue, but is a "freedom of religion" issue. I sincerely hope that you 
will again rise to the occasion and "get the government off the peoples 
backsm as you so often stated during the campaigning. 

Copies to Senator Robert Dole, Senator Robert Byrd, Senator Jennings Randolph. 
Congressmen Rahall, Staton, Benedict and Mollohan. 

offices Located At: 3983 Teays Valley Road Phone 757-8662 or 757-8663 



Dr. Frd Y. Brewer 
~ Chirm aa-Hutia&IDI 

Pr esident Ronald Reagan 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Mr . President: 

An . Ken Colemaa 
Secretary /Treasurer -Pt. Pie amt 

Rn . Joh I. Boun 
Elmtin Directar-Miltu 

MORAL MAJORITY of 
WEST VIRGINIA, INC. 

P.0.801 612, Milton , West Yir1 inia 25541 
Phone Number: (304) 743-5886 

February 6, 1982 

I was de l igh ted to hear of the directive by you instructing the Internal 
Revenue Service to r estore tax exempt status to Bob Jones University and 
o t her Chr i st i an schoo l s . 

However , t he subsequen t decision to promote l egislation that would deny 
t ax exempt status to organizations which in the opinion of the administ­
rat ion practice disc r imination. is, I believe , unconstitutional and pre­
sents a tragic t hreat to the religious freedom of countless religious 
institu t ions. 

May I remind you t hat by a vote of 337 to 83 , on July 30, 1981, the House 
of Representat ives pas s ed an amendmen t to HR 4121 to "prohibit the use of 
funds to formulate or carry out any rule, policy, procedure, guideline, 
regulation , s tandard, court order, or measure which would cause the loss 
of tax exempt status to pr ivate, religious , or church operated schools." 

Al l four of our Congressmen f r om West Virginia voted i n favor of BR 4121 , 
I hope t hat they wil l vote agains t the bill t ha t has been introduced that 
would nullify HR 412 1 . Mr . Pres i dent, believe me, this is not a racial 
issue, but is a "freedom of religion" issue . I sincerely· hope that you 
will again rise to the occasion and "get the government off the peoples 
backs~ as you so of ten stated dur i ng the campaigning . 

Copies to Senator Robert Dole, Senator Robert Byrd, Senator Jennings Randolph. 
Congressmen Rahall, Staton, Benedict and Mollohan. 

offices Located At: 3983 Teays Valley Road Phone 757-8662 or 757-8663 



Assembly For The Gospel 
305 Erret Rd. Hillcrest 
Rochelle, Il. 61068 

February 17, 1982 

President Reagan: 

We are writing about the recent support you have given to the 
Legislative Amendment to section 501 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954. We don't agree with this bill which puts the burden of 
proof on the church . We have no animosity in our own church against 
any sect, creed, or nationality. To become a menber of our church 
you just have to become a member of the Body of Jesus Christ. We do 
have certain rules for our school, but they are not discriminatory in 
any way. HOlding to our belief is our religious freedom. 

Local, State, or Federal Government should not rule over any group 
that believe they are following God. e are not trying to run any group 
even though we might not agree with the. ! believe our nation will fall 
without God. People won ' t necessarily fight for a Government but for 
family and faith and a nation that backs these . 

We agree with your economic plan to get our country out 06f debt. 
Two ~ears ago we felt the Lord lead this way ith our church finances • 
We aren't out of tlebt yet but we no ·nger punt hase anything on credit 
and now are working in the black and no longer in the red. It wasn't 
easy, to say the least . We almost lost our properities but God saw us 
through. Everyone must sacrifice beginning with the leaders, starting 
with our Government Officials. They should cut back the same as everyone 
else . 

We disagree with sending funds to help El Savador in their war. We 
should be building our own military forces . If we are goingto help a country, 
we should declare war, that all should suffer not a select few . 

Early in your campaign we did n ot support you as a Canidate for 
president because of the law that passed while you were the Governor of 
California concerning the homosexuals. We then were appeased with your 
statement saying that you were tricked . 

We were disappointed that there was no federal intervention with 
the Nebraska Church School case. Locally with the federal judge ruling 
on gun control in the Morton Grove area . We feel this i s totally 
unconstitutional. We are sending a Clipping from the Rockford Register 
Star concerning this. 

We again ask you to protest Resolution 59 and the proposed amendment 
to the Internal Revenue Code . Churches should not have to pay taxes on 
something that our forefathers fought to be free from. 

Our prayers and blessings we send to you . We would love to have you 
to. jo~ ~ our worsh~ service anytime. 

~- KCJta/~ 
f/lh. ~j'-#~ 
c~~~~ 

~ -rlfro-~ ~t!?ii#/£~---rr-
£>~ S~ 

The Congregation of 
Assembly For The Gospel 



MAINE ASSOCIATION OF CHRISTIAN SCHOOLS 

~ R.F.D. 1, Box 6 • Outer Broadway 

J3 {a I l Bangor, Maine 04401 

111 ' 207/ 947-6537 

February 4, 1982 

The Honorable Ronald W. Reagan 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear President Reagan, 

M.A.C.S. 

Thank you for what you did on January 8, 1982 through the Treasury 
Department, in restoring tax exemption to private schools, which 
discriminate in accordance with sincerely-held religious beliefs. 
There are two critical principles which this action has upheld. One 
relates to the separation of powers, and prohibiting the executive 
branch from performing legislative functions. 

The other pivotal issue is the priority of freedom of religion in 
reference to federal public policy. Because of your action on January 

1

12, 1982, and the subsequent appearance of HR 5313/S 2024, and 
S.CON.RES. 59, our freedom of religion is in grave jeopardy. The 
enclosed resolution and columns by Kilpatrick well describe our view 
of the situation. 

It is a rare instance indeed, when federal public policy should super­
sede private freedom of religion. Especially is this so, when no 
federal monies are involved, and when no compelling interest of the 
government is either. 

The point is not whether we agree with religious institutions which 
discriminate, nor is the point whether they are correct in their 
religious view, nor is the point whether their view is properly 
Biblically derived. The point is that these schools and colleges 
must have the right to adhere to uncommon and unpopular beliefs. 
Otherwise, traditional freedom of religion is on the wane, and a state 
religion is on the rise. 

/
We oppose the measures and resolution mentioned above, because they 
do not protect religious liberty. We ask you to either withdraw your 
bills or amend them in such a manner that religious freedom will be 
preserved. We know your job is not easy. We do appreciate you and 
what you have done for our Country already. It is our prayer that 
God will give you the continued wisdom, strength, and courage to do 
what is right. 

Cordially, 

t1?¥~-~}-
Ralph I. Yarnell, Jr. 
Executive Director 

RIY:lgd 

Enclosures 



MAINE ASSOCIATION OF CHRISTIAN SCHOOLS 

R.F.D. 1, Box 6 - Outer Broadway 

Bangor, Maine 04401 

207/ 947-6537 

RESOLUTION CONCERNING FEDERAL TAX EXEMPTION OF 
CHURCHES, RELIGIOUS SCHOOLS, AND RELIGIOUS HIGHER 
EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS - February 2, 1982 

WHEREAS, tax exemption for religious organizations has traditionally 
been associated in America with the First Amendment of the United 
States Constitution, protecting freedom of religion and the separation 
of church and state, and 

WHEREAS, the Internal Revenue Service for years has been harassing 
institutions . such as Bob Jones University (SC), Goldsboro Christian 
School (NC), Christian schools in Mississipp~ Bangor (ME) Christian 
Schools, Calvary Temple (GA), Church of Christian Liberty (WI), and 
others, and 

WHEREAS, the Internal Revenue Service in recent years has been 
making it difficult for new, religious organizations to receive IRS 
recognition of their tax exemption, which is already theirs by law, 
through laborious questionnaires which appear to be unconstitutional 
on their face, and also appear to be designed with the goal in mind 
of eventual, total, governmental definition and determination of 
religion, and · 

WHEREAS, for many years, certain activists, in the interests of 
some but not all minorities, have been advocating mandatory compliance 
of religious groups with federal public policy respecting racial 
non~dis c rimination, and 

WHEREAS, IRS policy has been confiscatory especially as to religious 
organizations which receive no fi nancial assistance from government, 
and 

WHEREAS, the Reagan Administration, as announced January 12, 1982, 
has submitted to the United States Congress HR 53131 which seeks to 
deny or revoke the tax exemption of certain religious organizations, 
and which if passed in its iLitially drafted form, would have the 
potential to 

*also S 2024 

1. End tax exemption of churches, since 
most Christian schools operate under church auspices. 
This not only could mean that many churches and 
schools may go out of business due to low income, but 
it could also mean that to exist and function, a 



church or school would be taxed on whatever income 
it does receive. 

2. Severely limit or cut off entirely the giving 
of many people to God's work. Parents would not only 
risk losing their spring tax refunds, but whatever 
money they contributed to churches and schools would 
not be tax-deductible. If parents continue to give 
at typical levels, this could increase their taxes 
by raising their taxable income. 

3. Terminate the freedom of religion and separation 
of church and state, which traditionally have made 
America great. Only those churches and schools would 
tend to survive, whose religion agreed with that 
preferred by existing government. The dissidents would 
be regularly fined in the form of taxes for the 
privilege of practicing beliefs contrary to federal 
public policy. Failure to pay the tax could be a 
crime with punishment. 

BE IT RESOLVED, that we, the Board of Directors of the Maine Associa­
tion of Christian Schools go on record as strongly opposing HR 53131 
S.CON.RES. 59, and any and every legislative or judicial attempt to 
compel religious organizations to comply with any federal public 
policy which conflicts with sincerely-held religious beliefs, as a 
condition for the retention or procurement of tax exemption. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that we adhere to and advocate the following 
principles, which we consider pertinent to the tax exemption con­
troversy, namely that 

*also S 2024 

1. Federal public policy should apply only to 
public institutions and those private ones which 
receive federal funds. Otherwise, in time, the 
difference between public and private education will 
be obliterated. In cases of violation of federal 
public policy in the private domain, the government 
should withhold funds, rather than remove tax exemption. 
The government must avoid establishing a class of 
favored religious groups. 

2. Tax exemption ~snot government subsidy. 
Rather, since the power to tax is the power to destroy, 
tax exemption for religious schools was established as 
a logical extension of the First Amendment to the United 
States Constitution, to keep government and religious 
schools separate. Tax exemption is not a revocable, 
public trust. It is an insurance policy for the free­
dom of religion. 

3. This Association, though comprised of member 
schools which are racially non-discriminatory, neither 
dictates nor recommends social policy to its member 
schools. Such prerogative is at the discretion of 
local autonomy. 



.. 
4. It is genuinely possible for a religious 

institution to have sincerely-held religious beliefs, 
requiring the separation of races in various aspects 
of its operations. This religious view deserves 
just as much Constitutional protection, as does any 
other. The fact that such a position may be uncommon 
and unpopular, in no way justifies the assessment 
of financial penalty and punishment by the federal 
government. The existence of racial discrimination 
in isolated religious organizations is not detrimental 
to any compelling interest of the federal government 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that we urge all God-fearing and freedom­
loving Americans to join with us in protest of the current attempt 
to deprive certain religious organizations of their right to tax 
exemption. The intrustion of the federal government into and 
curtailment of religious liberty, through proposed racial non­
discrimination legislation or resolution, if allowed to succeed, 
will open the door to all sorts of other federally mandated abuses of 
power, which will further restrict and ultimately eliminate religious 
freedom, as we have known it in America. Other discrimination 
types such as sex, handicapped, age, pregnancy, sexual preference, 
political, creed, labor, etc. will emerge for exploitation in the 
private, religious sector, if the idea of . a state religion and 
church becomes dominant. 

C. Frankland, President 

Raymond J. Payne, Vice President 
Livermore 

. 

David R. 
Bangor 

Harry R. Boy 
Portland 

/)llll(-4.. 
Richard M. Fowler 
Alexander 



KIIPATRICK 
The Morning Call, July 7, 1981 

Copyright, 1981, Universal Press Syndicate. 
Reprinted with permission. All rights reserved. 

Bob Jones and taxman 
By JAMES J. KILPATRICK 
Of The Wash ington Star 

WASHI:--;GTO;--; - For the past 10 
,·ears thl' Bob Jones l'niversitv of 
Greenville. S.C .. has been figh.ting a 
battle with the U.S. Internal Revenue 
Service. The battle is about to go into 
a decisive round. It's a fight that 
concerns every one of us . 

For the record. the universitv is a 
fundamentalist religious institution. 
founded in 1927. now headed bv Dr: 
Bob Jones III . It has a current en­
rollment of 6.300 and a teaching staff 
of roughly 1.000. 

The government has not challenged 
the pervasive role of religion in the 
univcrsitv·s life . '.':early half of the 
students are stud~·ing for the ministry 
or preparing to teach in Christian 
schools. Even· teacher must be a 
born-again Ch.ristian who must testify 
to at least one saving experience with 
Jesus Christ. Prayer is a continuing 
occupation. Worldly amusements are 
prohibited. including dancing. use of 
tobacco. movie-going and listening to 
jazz or rock music . 

The 4th U.S. Circuit Court of Ap­
peals did not dispute a trial court's 
finding that " A primary fundamen­
tali st convict ion (of the universityl is 
that the Scriptu res forbid interracial 
dat ing and marriage ..... These 
bel iefs. supported by the university 's 
interpretation of the Bible . " are gen­
uine re ligious beliefs ... 

l'iow we come to the heart of the 
matter : Is such a religious institu­
tion . holding such beliefs. a religious 
institution under the Tax Code' The 
IRS says it is not. The government's 

position is that unless Bob Jones 
l ' niversitv formallv renounces these 
"genuine ·religious beliefs" and 
abolished its doctrinal position on 
interracial marriage. the university 
cannot qualify for tax exemption. 

For the university. the issue is very 
nearly an issue of surviving or per­
i,hing . The code provision that deals 
with tax exemption is tied directly to 
the provision that deals with the 
deductibilitv of contributions to re­
ligious instiiutions. If the government 
prevails . the university could be 
liable for more than half a million 
dollars in back taxes. Worse still . 
without a certificate of deductibilitv, 
the contributions on which the univer­
sity depends would be keenly af­
fected . You will surmise correctly 
that Bob Jones receives no direct 
federal a id of any sort. 

But the issue now being urged upon 
the U.S. Suprene Court has implica­
tions that reach far beyond this fun­
damenta list campus in South Caroli­
na . Implic it in the government's posi­
t ion is the government's power to 
abridge the freedom of religion . In his 
petition for Supreme Court review. 
William B. Ball . the brilliant Penn­
sylvania lawyer whose First Amend­
ment victories have gained nat10nal 
renown. contt?nds that "all religious 
institutions in th€ United States are 
potentially threatened" by the gov­
ernment's line of reasoning in the Bob 
Jones case. 

That line of reasoning . to state the 
matter mildly . is bizarre. The Tax 
Code accords exemption and deduc­
tibility to organizations operated ex­
clusively for " religious . charitable. 
scientific. literary or educational 
purposes." The IRS contends that the 
word "charitable" applies to all the 
subject institutions: no institution is 
"charitable" if its racial views vio­
late public policy: the public policy of 
the government approves interracial 
marriage: therefore. Bob Jones is not 
charitable and does not qualify. 

This is incredible. The government 
is contending. in effect. that the First 
Amendment's guarantee of freedom 
of religion must yield to a bureau­
cratic determination of<'public poli­
cies.'' Churches and religious schools 
must conform to IRS decrees or face 
the punitive consequences. An Or­
thodox Jewish school, by extension. 
would have to recruit students and 
employ staff solely on racial criteria. 
How can this be? 

It probably will be October before 
the Supreme Court announces wheth­
er it will hear the university' s appeal 
from the adverse ruling in the circuit 
court below. Meanwhile , perhaps 
Congress can be alerted to the whole 
affai r . Mr. Reagan 's pending tax bill 
has something for everyone. It would 
be a blow for liberty if the bill were 
amended to provide something for 
fundamentalists who belteve un­
popular beliefs . 

(C} UniYtrHl Pren SyndlcAII 



The Greenville News, January 17, 1982 

Copyright, 1982, U niversal Press Syndicate. 
Reprinted w ith permission. All rights reserved. 

Reagan's blow for freedom bounces back 
WASHI GTO - T he Reagan 

adm1n1sIra 11on struck a blow !or 
freedom on a recent F nda y - I ree­
d om ol rehglOll. l ret'dom ol thought 
and freedom ol associa11on - in I1s 
summary revoca ti on ol a pern i ­
c tous ruhng ol the Internal Re\"e­
nue Service. 

Fou r days later, the president 
took II all bacl<. 

DeclSIOll No. I evoked loud howls 
ol outr:ige :rom leading liberals and 
blacks - so loud that '.'tlr. Reagan 
uncharacteristrcally sac r i f iced 
principle to pohrics. He announced 
decision No. 2.. 

The elfect of declSIOll No. I would 
have been 10 restore rax exempr ion 
to vanous pri :are schools and col­
leges. The effect of decision :-lo. 2 
w ill be lo put those I1\SlllUIIOllS back 
in j eopard_ . 

By way ol bac g r ou nd : For 
many yea rs rhe lnrernal Revenue 
Code has contiuned a section known 
as 501 ( c; (3). The languaj!e would 
seer,, 10 most of us 100 clear to re­
qu i re j udicial inIerpreta1ion. The 
section exempts from federal taxa­
t ion any ins111u11on " organized and 
opera ted exclusively for religious, 
char i table , sc ient i fic, tes11ng for 
publ ic "safety, ltterary. or educa­
tional purposes." 

Not ice tha t the sentence is in the 
disjunct ive. That penul tunate " or' ' 

is a key word. An organizat ion that 
qualifies under any one ol the six 
purposes is c!e.irly entit l~ to take 
advantage of the Pxempt:on - and 
thousands ol churches. community 
chests, non-profit laborator ies. li ­
braries and educat ional mst11u11ons 
have obtained appropr ia te cert i f i­
cates. 

But 12 years ago the IRS pro­
pounded a bizarre and ominous rul• 
mg. Henceforth, the word " chari ta · 
ble" was to be controlling. Without 
a shred of statutory au thority, the 
I RS rewrote the law in the conjunc-
11 e: To be exempt, an organizat ion 
must be both chari table and a lso 
relig ious. or char itabl e and also 
educational. or charitable and also 
li terary. 

The I RS then went on to define 

"charitable" in terms ol the ··public 
policies" ol the United Stares. The 
third step was to declare racial dis­
crimination m vi olatic,n or public 
policy. As nighr follows day, the 
fourth step was to rt: voke the ex­
emption certificate of any institu• 
tion thaI rhe I RS rowid guilty of dis­
crnnination . 

The pending ma11er of Bob Jones 
University provides a specific ex• 
ample. The Grl'env1lle, S.C.. institu• 
tion. founded in 1927, is a perva­
si vely religious establishment. 
Nevertheless. the I RS revoked its 
certificate. The university sued for 
relief. A trial court luund that Bob 
Jones "is dedicated 10 the teaching 
and propagation or its fundamental­
ist religious beliefs." Every course 
is taught according to the Bible. 
Prayer is a constant practic.e. 
Every faculty member must be 
" born again." Religim:s discipli· 
nary rules go,·ern "almost every 
facet of a stud!,nt"s lire." 

One of the university"s religious 
hehefs is that the Bible lorhids in­
terracial marriage. Such a religious 
belie!, ruled the IRS, is contrary to 
" public policy." Therefore, though 
the university was plainly both 
"religious" and "educational," it 
was not also "chamable." End of 
tax exemption. 

What puzzlt>s me is how my l1h­
eral rnends could defend the c,,n . 
duct of the I RS and oppose lasr 
week's aborted decision :-o. 1. Th,• 
Constitution forbids Congress lo 
make any law abridging rhe rr~,·­
dom of religion. The Cons1i1u11on 
also forbids Congress to make any 
law respecting an establishment ol 
religion. Are we to understand !hat 
there is some minimum noor or ac­
ceµtable church doctrin!' - acc,•pt· 
a hie to the I RS - 10 "h1ch evcrv 
church must subscribe or else sui­
fer taxation? 

In 11s decision :-;o. I. tht' Reagan 
administration at first S<.>ught tu i:nd 
lhis dangerous ancJ uncon::.tllulion:11 
i1nposit ion upon personal freedom. 
By decision No . 2. '.'tlr . Reagan 
would restore th is abuse uf hurl';iu­
cratic power. 

True enough, be{:ausc Section :,Of 
(c) (3) means life or death tu rhe 
arrected insIi1u11ons, dec isum No. t 
would ha\"e given ne~,!lle to some 
or the South's "segrega(ion ac,i,le­
mies." So what? In the sum total ol 
religious and educational activ111• 111 
·our nation,,such academies are r, -w 
and insignificant. The principl<, uf 
freedom i.~ large. By his politica_lly 
motivated decision No. 2, '.'tlr. Rea­
gan tossed that principle aside. 



2. To furnish consultative and 
referral services in starting or 
improving schools. 

3. To publish professional informa­
tion for Christian educators. 

4. To cooperate with other Chris­
tian school associations. 

5. To aid parents and educators in 
locating Chri stian schools. 

Program C. 1. To conduct Christian educators 
conven tions . 

2. To implement a school accredita­
tion program. 

3. To make available group benefit 
programs . 

Other programs for MACS school members may 
be initiated when the need and resources are 
appa rent. 

SCHOOL MEMBERSHIP 
Christian schools are we lcome to join the MACS. 
Membership is based essentially upon agreement 
with the MACS Statement of Faith and Practice 
and upon payment of annual dues. Membership 
makes the particular school beneficiary of the 
program of services the MACS offers. In addit ion , 
the services of the American Associatio n of 
Christian Schools are available to the MACS 
members . 

CHURCH SUPPORT 
Fundamental churches benefit from the minis try 
of the MACS whether they present!_ operate 
Christian schools or not. Since most schools a re 
sponsored by churches , efforts to assist schools 
als o aid these church es. Churches witho u t 
schools may have them in the future , and even if 
not , these churches function with the sa me 
freedoms which are necessary to be defended in 
order to preserve Chris tian education. 
The monthly missiona ry support of interes ted 
churches is necessary. This is accomplished by 
a statement of intent and subsequent financia l 
support. 

INDIVIDUAL SUPPORT 
Individuals interested in Christian education in 
Maine may become supporters of the iACS on a 
monthly or annual basis. This is accomplished by 
a statement of intent and subsequent financial 
support. 

MACS • R. F.D. 1, Box 6, Outer Broadway • 
Bangor, Maine 04401 

(207) 947-6537 
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ORIGIN 
The Northeastern Regional American As sociation 
of Christian Schools [NRAACS) was initiated in 
April, 1976 at a meeting a ttended by representa­
tives of approximately fift y churches and thirty 
schools . NRAACS was established as an affiliate 
of, and in harmony with , the American Associa­
tion of Christian Schools . NRAACS served and 
represented Christian schools in Connecticut, 
Maine, Massachusetts , New Hampshire , New 
York , Rhode Island, and Vermont for more than 
two years. 
One of the original NRAACS goals was to help 
establish state associations of Christian schools. 
As this goal came to be realized, it was possible 
for NRAACS to revert to functions totally 
regional in nature leaving other vital activities 
to the particular state bodies. As a part of this 
trend toward decentralization and local control, 
the Maine Asso ciation of Christian Schools 
[MACS) came into being in January, 1979 with 
sixteen of the twenty-one Christian schools in 
Maine as members. 

MOTIVE 
There is increasing evidence that the Christian 
school movement is booming in Maine just as it 
is across the Nation. Evidence is also mounting 
that the legal and legislative obstacles against 
Christian education apparent in other stales are 
becoming characteristic in Maine as well. The 
critical issues underlying the difficulties in 
opening and operating private, Christian schools 
are constitutional in nature involving freedom 
of religion, separation of church and state, and 
parental rights . A primary motivation in estab­
lishing the MACS is to organize Christian school 
personnel and patrons to defend the right of 
Christian education to survive and thrive . 

PURPOSES 
Purpose A. To defend Christian Education. 
Purpose 8 . To promote Christian Education. 
Purpose C. To improve Christian Education. 

PHILOSOPHY 
Philosophy A: God gives children to parents as 
"the heritage of the Lord" (Psalm 127:3) to raise 
"in the nurture and admonition of the Lord" 
(Ephesians 6:4) . God says "all thy children shall 
be taught of the Lord" [Isaiah 54:13). This 
necessarily means that Christian parents must 
find some alternative to the government school 
system for the education of their children. 
The U.S. Constitution and state constitutions 
defend rights to free exercise of religion. Court 
rulings have long upheld the operational rights of 
private schools. These sources also give state 
government oversight powers to assure education 
in the states and have mandated compulsory 
education. Until recent years, Christian schools 
were able to function in this framework. 

However lately , governmental agencies at all 
levels are beginning to overstep their jurisdic­
tional boundaries and encroach upon basic 
liberties. These infringements must be clearly 
delineated as just cause for resistance lest the 
traditional prerogatives of Christian Americans 
be abolished by default. Those things should 
be rendered unto the state which are the state's, 
but children belong to parents and to God. Those 
things which are God's must not be rendered 
unto the state. God has determined what is the 
state's, and this pattern must not be reversed. 
Philosophy B: The Christian education movement 
is the fastest-growing trend on the academic 
scene in America today. It is important to make 
such outstanding opportunity available to as 
many boys and girls as possible . More funda­
mental churches are to be encouraged to start 
schools, and more parents need to be taught 
regarding the compelling virtues of Christian 
academic training. Because the Bible says to 
" ... teach all nations ... " [Matthew 28:19), Christian 
schools must be encouraged to have the burden of 
and see the vision of an ever-increasing ministry 
and impact for truth and righteousness . The 
unparalleled potential of Christian education 
with its spiritual character-building, academic 
superiorjty, conservative life style , etc. must 
be heralded as a possible avenue of revival in 
America. 
Philosophy C: The Apostle Paul has written about 
approval of excellent things (Philippians 1:10). 
There is always room for improvement in 
Christian education in such areas as business 
management, academic achievement, discipline, 
spiritual fruit production, physical plant, etc. 
God, the Christian community, and the general 
public have a right to expect a Christian school 
to excel and be above reproach in every area. 
Competent and committed leadership is an 
imperative touchstone to avoid mediocrity and 
achieve excellence. 

PROGRAMS 

Program A. 1. To notify member schools and 
supporting churches of vital 
legal and legislative matters by 
mail or telephone. 

2. To speak in behalf of member 
schools when desirable and 
possible. 

3. To provide legal protection and 
representation for member 
schools. 

4. To coordinate efforts to assist 
besieged Christian schools . 

Program B. 1. To provide speakers and ma­
terials for educational events. 



THE COUNCIL OF CHURCHES OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

475 RIVERSIDE DRIVE 

Robert L. Polk, D.D . 
Executive Director 

President Ronald Reagan 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear President Reagan : 

SUITE 456 NEW YORK, N. Y. 10027 74g.1214 

February 9, 1982 

We would like to coi:!vey our _oppo~tiqn to the federal provision for tax exemption for 
private segregationis t schools which was recently placed into effect. 

- ----- ---- w • -· 

We understand the ruling of the Federal Di strict Court of Washington, D. C . in the 1970 
case of Green v . Connolly to be conclusive in this matter, when it stated: 

"Under the Internal Revenue Code, properly construed, racially 
discriminatory private s chools are not entitled to the Federal 
Tax exemption for charitable, educational institutions, and 
per n making gifts to s uch schools are not entitled to deductions. 
A con rary interpretation of the tax laws would raise serious 
constitutional questions." 

As a matter of record, this decision has been summarily affirmed by the Supreme Court 
and by the Federal appeals courts in each of the four cases in which the issue has been 
raised . 

We maintain that all actions of a ll branches of government should strive to uphold the 
constitutional ri h four pe ple . We deplore any justification of granting tax exempt-
ions to private segre a tioni t schools . Further , we decry any governmental voice who 
would refer to the denial of uch tax exemptions as a lawless bureaucratic manuever. 
Indeed, the federal policy f denying tax exemption to segregationist private schools 
stands as la ba ed n the hi hes courts of our land . 

Out of a c ncer • 
measures hich 

r nity ,ind basic rights under the law, we object to a,ny 

discrimina e on the basi s of race 
f ax exemption or otherwise --- to those who 

l r creed sex or sexual orientation. 

Sincerely yo s, 

l{_At,t,I,, 
amuel G . S1 

·1 0 

Executive Director, Council of Churches of the City of New York. 

RLP / WC / mb. 
CONTINUING THE WORK Of THE PROTESTANT COUNCIL 




