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WHB002C0716)Cl-002200A137>PD 05/17/82 0715 
!CS I PMWGWC \#SH 
01671 05-17 0814A EST 
PMS WHITE HOUSE DC 20500 
4·002368S137 05/17/82 
!CS IPMBNGZ CSP 

8045281551 TDBN LYNCHBURG VA 187 05-17 0658A EST 
PMS PRESIDENT RONALD REAGAN 

WHITEHOUSE 
WASHINGTON DC 20500 

DEAR MR PRESIDENT 

" . 
;-1·, .::f£1ll!:t 

. ~' . , 

1982 MAY 17 AM 8 4~ 

WE HAVE BEEN ANXIOUSLY AWAITING THE PRECISE LANGUAGE OF THE PROPOSED 
VOLUNTARY PRAYER AMENDMENT. THOUSANDS OF PASTORS ACROSS AMERICA HAVE 
BEEN INFORMED OF THE DRAFT LANGUAGE SHARED WITH ME 8Y YOUR STAFF: 
•NOTHING IN THIS CONSTITUTION SHALL BE CONSTRUED TO PROHIBIT PRAYER 
IN ANY SCHOOL OR IN ANY OTHER PUBLIC PLACE OR INSTITUTION PROVIDED 

I 

THAT NO PERSON SHALL BE REQUIRED BY THE UNITED STATES OR BY ANY OF 
THE SEVERAL STATES TO PARTICIPATE lN ANY PRAYER OR RELIGIOUS 
SERVICE." 
WE ARE CURRENTLY AIRING A ONE HOUR TV SPECIAL AROUND THE COUNTRY 
PROMOTING THE AMENDMENT. THROUGH TODAY WE HAVE HAD MORE THAN 12,000 
CALLS ON OUR TOLL FREE NUMBER. 97 PERCENT OF THOSE CALLING FAVOR THE 
VOLUNTARY PRAYER AMENDMENT. 
I HAVE HEARD THAT A JUSTICE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL, A MR OLSON, IS 
HOLDING UP THE FINAL WORDING OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT. 
I AM HOPEFUL YOU WILL NOT ALLOW HIM TO TALK YOU INTO DILUTING THE 
LANGUAGE OF THE AMENDMENT YOU FIRST PROPOSED. 
MOST AMERICANS ARE !EHIND YOU ON THIS, MR PRESIDENT. IT IS TRULY AN 
ISSUE THAT IS LONG OVERDUE FOR ACTION. GOD BLESS YOU. SINCERELY 

JERRY FALWELL 
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8045281551 TDBN LYNCHBURG VA 187 05-17 0658A EST 
PMS PRESIDENT RONALD REAGAN 

WHITEHOUSE 
WASHINGTON DC 20500 

DEAR MR PRESIDENT 
WE HAVE BEEN ANXIOUSLY AWAITING THE PRECISE LANGUAGE OF THE PROPOSED 

.___, VOLUNTARY PRAYER AMENDMENT. THOUSANDS OF PASTORS ACROSS AMERICA HAVE 
BEEN INFORMED OF THE DRAFT LANGUAGE SHARED WITH ME BY YOUR STAFF: 

~ "NOTHING IN THIS CONSTITUTION SHALL BE CONSTRUED TO PROHIBIT PRAYER 
IN ANY SCHOOL OR IN ANY OTHER PUBLIC PLACE OR INSTITUTION PROVIDED 
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THAT NO PERSON SHALL BE REQUIRED BY THE UNITED STATES OR BY ANY OF 
THE SEVERAL STATES TO PARTICIPATE IN ANY PRAYER OR RELIGIOUS 
SERVICE." 
WE . ARE CURRENTLY AIRING A ONE HOUR TV SPECIAL AROUND THE COUNTRY 
PROMOTING THE AMENDMENT. THROUGH TODAY WE HAVE HAD MORE THAN 12,000 
CALLS bN OUR TOLL FREE NUMBER. 97 PERCENT OF THOSE CALLING FAVOR THE 
VOLUNTARY PRAYER AMENDMENT. 
I HAVE HEARD THAT A JUSTICE DEPARTMENT OFFICIAL, A MR OLSON, IS 
HOLDING UP THE FINAL WORDING OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT. 
I AM HOPEFUL YOU WILL NOT ALLOW HIM TO TALK YOU INTO DILUTING THE 
LANGUAGE OF THE AMENDMENT YOU FIRST PROPOSED. 
MOST AMERICANS ARE BEHIND YOU ON THIS, MR PRESIDENT. IT IS TRULY AN 
ISSUE THAT IS LONG OVERDUE FOR ACTION. GOD BLESS YOU. SINCERELY 

JERRY FALWELL 
--------~-· -------~- - ___________ .,.__ 
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l':;,t,,Y"; 1\i;ll'"~G, ~•t ;J.' -.f.._1, "':y-~)"~•~• ,)t'" • I ' • 
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•\ ., .~ ;,q,,!,' l - ,::Jtq:" '-1-,'>l"-"• (f,t '.) 
,. •;/. :.J;:··r~~/-. ,. ':•· •.11..... t\:,-..·~~~- tf ~ ... . 
~ ,,, • 1 \ )_;r:~ /~'\"'"'' r,r\:r •,•. !\ ~~ I ~ ' ' 

-::\""~'"'~;~~,t.r• .• " .,v~\ •,,\:~," ~~,'"".<:.1_{ :'•,; ,· 
... >-· ,,:- 1, .-Prayer- 1 n -~· l : . 
~~,~!•)- .. • .• ' • . . . 

_: fit~. :;_fhe· sch.001s·· : . 
-~:,::~:-:'tr;;:stfj_~p;:~r .. . , ·.>· 
: ... : '.· President Reagan has sent to .congress a ,-
iF.OI>O~ constltµtlonal -·amendment to re-: 
:store _volwitary_prayers )n _America•~ public . 
:schools. t;~:--:r~./ i>1>~··:· y ... :: ·•·:_,~ l · :._~ · 
•.(~i 'fhr()llghout most of our ~tol'Y, that rigbt 
·was taken for granted. But the Supreme Court 
,bas_taken-awlly,that right: IIJ)d_ virtually ban- I 

tsbed -rellgjon. trom our schools. In. several 
rulings over the last 20 years; the ·court,has 

: held tliat the: F'lr:-t Amen<ipien( t~ the Const!- : 1 
' tutl.on requires a·:?v~ l.~,f sepr :t;ro~ _between .· 
¢urchlll\dstate . . ,r.·"l,F ·; • ··•Y· . • ,,, • 

;.·· ·. 'lbere is nothing 1n· the First Amendment · · 
~,.or anyw,here elsl:.in the Constitution ~-that" . 
: requtrei, or even suggests !bat religion 'must ' 
I be ban.Wied from . the schools:-·All that the . iFirst .Am~(lm~t;)ia;t,s ;~ -. tqatik~ngress '. 
,"shaj,!1ll,lllke. ii9. . la"'4l'espect1ng', tpe, ~stab';, 1 

l lishment1of religion '9r. · ohibltlng tl)e tree 
ie,t~~thereof.:~)/,:,.r-\1f •~~·1f!f\1lf~~~l~~f·~ ~-- ~ V. , It is clear. that the_ fpl,!Jidlng' fathers s!Ipply, . 
_µptended to prohibit an•"~s~blished church';. 

· f::-,: ~kind.that exist~ lit the time In Eng..,, 
' :,llind. Jn fact, at .~ time ~( ~e ~nstltutl.onal~. 

t Conventlon, .10 of ·the ~S. oi;iglnal! states ~x- · .I 
~ tended official support.or sanctl.on to'reUglon_: J 
{Ttiere :were} '.establishll4\\: churcbe~ .irJ 'New · 
, ]::llgland states: ·and· religious requirements j 
Hor bold.Ing publi~ office in tp~ist; ,,.,; ,::, ;f"V 
ft~·The Fjrst Amenlh,nent-was dernapd«;d and• 1 
.riatlfied by those '.saµie states to prevent the,: , 
1J~ta,bllshment .9f ·!I, patl.onal, religion _and,_lo;> J 
; p~tect_~tlll' own, varleq religiDl!s~a~tl.~~s ... , 
~~ C?m;ted~-~~.1!1tl!11~-reqciit~~~t<;.;_1",,-.""- • • i 
, · · Surely · u1e. las, thing the iramers of the 
~p onstitutlon . ha~ ' in•'. mind . was .. to abolish : ~ 
~pray_~ In ~QO!,s._or other p~t;,~c plac;es or _ to- j 
1prohiblt the . appointment'. of. chaplains. and · '/ 
\ other-official' l!Ctions in support of religion .,.. . j 
au of V{hich \'\'ere pr.actlced by the Congress .' 

:that passed .the First;Amendment and by the' 
\states that ratified it :-',, . • , .,,,v,:~, '' . . ·, ·\ ... , I 
~: :Qn·th,e ve_ry.day' the' tan~ e ' pf tlje Firs{' I 

1NI1endment was adopted, the ~ouse. of Re:
~resentatlves passed a ·resolutlon·calllng for a 
l~ay of prayer and .'.l'hanksgiving "to ilcknow!·• 
edge with grateful bearts the many signal fa: , 
vors of Almighty God." ';'i~~'.;,·~·¥',: 11 '-'.''.-· ;1; ,, 

.f'~~glo~_, !r~om'Laµ~➔ -~v'ersity't. h~ve ' 
:played an'lmportant role in our country's-his"· 
' iory.lhldiviauals or groups' who are not reu~,:, 
'glous·'and cboose· not.to"pray ha_ve a •right to · 
•· 

1
alu?°·t;tiatchoice."l;f1J,,_ ~•-li1\"•\•H(,'~tf • ,.··, . 
·But their views should not be imposed on .• 

: the ~st of the_natlop. Until the Suprc,me Court '. 
, ,ste()ped •in, reUglpus freedom and tolerance 
• coe)dsted tin our . schools and 'other public•· 
l'placesfornearly20Qyears. 0/ ,'~:•,·I·',,~·•"') ~. 
tfi,~ "l'f11yer has sustained our people In times , 
l oi ''crisis:. strengtljened us in times ,Of chal-<> 
-,.lenge ,an~ gulded"us through ~ur.dally' Uvesu 
i since the ' first· settlers•came· to ·this cont!- . 
t, nent;" President Reagan noted recently. He,~ 
1,added that ."our forebears came not for gold,•'; 
~ but mainly in search ci! God' and the treedom.e 
~to,worshipintheir~wni ay." ~r•:, '"'''"~ ' ·,jl 

ti"':, 'lbe ·~- French '· ·'P~Osopher,. '! Alexis •_ de l 
\ Tocqueville,:v!sltlng America' l50 years ago,,i' 
t m~~led · at ~eriC,!lllS because they under- i· 
( stood that a lr~ople must also be a reU-'. 
ffgious people. "Despotism may be able to do 
1'without· "faith:••• be '~wrote,'-'.L"but'' freedom :, 
~\:8DDot.~' . .1~~1¼t--~··i't'1_ f~\:t.Y;r~t..:~:~:-,.:.~ .. · . I 
t,J. How can we possibly hope -to·-retain our 
?freedom'. in ' future· 'generatl.ons"if

0

'we' fall to , 
t a11ow our c hildren to participate in voluntary,, 
fprayers ·1n theh: classrooms and learn that U· · 
1 berty springs from an,'abldlng faith · in the '< 
;-, ea.tor? ' '·.2..:1:,;\·,,~"'Jr>.)Oljl~~.:. .. ,. .•.. ,!,!\ .. ,,. 

tM-r ... ~:i, ... ,~ .... j_~ ._,., t , , ·· r · . • · •. 
~ 1~_. r,i·~:, .•... '.~~ ~u,~.~ ;: ... ,.,v.,. ... :_ ·,1·•~·- •/i\! 

.,;i•;. Pteve D.'Symms, ,a Republican, Js.8'. ,-i 
1, US!iehiitin-'frt)rrllilahd."!. • • :'.'"!-" ' ->h•,11 
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An 'emotionally explosive question' 
By ROBERT F. DRINAN. §I · 
Special lo hi@ IQJ(lbhii G1hotic Reporter 

Washington 

SHOULD CATHOLICS approve President 
Reagan's March 6 call. for a constitutional 
amendment to permit prayers in public 
school? If history is a reliable guide, the 
Catholic response will be divided and 
ambivalent. 

denominational" prayer in the public 
schools. Catholic officials at that time had 
trouble with ·defining a "non
denominational" prayer - a qualijication 
added to the constitutional amendment by 
its promoters just a few hours before floor 
debate. Paradoxically, the qualification of 
the prayer to be allowed by the term 
"non-denominational" did not contribute, 
as expected, to the passage of the amend
ment but to its defeat. 

.There are at least three reasons a consti
. tutional amendment fo er · ra r in he 
,Pu 1c sc ools is open to guestion. 

1.-1
1n at least a dozen decisions from 1947 

to 1982, the United States Supreme Court 
banned governmental assistance to reli-
8.!2_n and specifically outfawed praJ.ers and 
Biole reading in the schools. The a vocates 

~ of the prayer amencJment must logically re
.!!! jeet the fundamental premises underlying 

- -;_.!.! these Suprem_e Court decision_s; Qley must 
,, , ·~ attack the delicate balance which the court 
• · ~ lias constructed '&etween the establish-., 

.! ment and the free exercise clauses of the 

.I First Amendment. 

HELMS In so doing, the ,:1dvocates of school 
It is curious that many of the early consti- prayer are in effect asking the Congress and 

tutional challenges to prayer and Bible !he ~ou~t_ry to overthr~w ~he philosop~~ 
reading in public schools were brought.by ,cal: 1und1cal and const1tut1onal S):'.O~bes•c; 
Catholics protesting the use of Protestant · wh,~h the court has evolved_ during a 
prayers and a King James version of the period of about t~o gener~t1ons. The 
Bible. In more recent times, some but not p~aye~ amendment is not a simple mod
all Catholics appear to have bee·n so fright- ,f,cat,on · of the church-state: ~et_ente 
ened at what ·they perceive to be a per- e~olved by t~e. Supre~e Court; it IS m ef
vasive secularism in the public school that feet a repud1at1on of it. 
they tend to favor any scheme by which 2. - Mainstream Protestant parties repre
religion has some place in the .education of sented in the National Council of Churches 
50 million American youngsters who attend will o ose the pra er amendment. So will 
public schools. t e ew1s community, civil 1bertarians 

and the representatives of most public 
education groups. Predictably in favor of 
the amendment will be some evangelicals 
and fundamentalists. 

In 1971 the U.S .. ~ouse of Representa
tives failed to give a two-thirds' vote ' to a 
constitutional amendment that would have 
permitted the recitation of a "non-. 

Jesuit Father Drinan is a professor of law 
at Georgetown University. · 

~uld Catholic officials speak in favor of 
the amendment? if they d,d, they would stir 

_ up the interdenominational tensions and 

conflicts already present as the result of 
official Catholic support of pro-life consti
tutional action and tax credits for private 
and church related schools. There is , how
ever, no clear Catholic tradition OT teaching 
on prayer in public schools as there is on 
abortion and the role of parents in the 
operation of Catholic schools. 

Catholics are divided, as are other Amer
icans, on the wisdom and/or the consti
tutionality ' of prayer in tax supported 
.schools. There is not now and perhaps 
there should not be an "official" Catholic 
position on · President ,·Reagan's amend
ment-to permit .prayers·in the school!\. 

: . ·r·• · . . ";. ' 
It also is important to point out that if the 

prayer amendment obtained the approval 
of two-thirds of both houses and three
fourths of the states,- there would be end
less litigation about the mear:!ing of its 
essential words - "prayer'' and "volun-

. tary." .Cc;,nsequently; a•,com·mitment by a 
reli ious rou now involves a commit
ment to stan t e wordin e 
amendment ultimate y a opted despjtg all 
of the inherently difficult and possjb!):'. jg
tractable problems of defjnjtjon,· 
'3 .- A prayer amendment t~nds ~o assume 
the nature of a "quick fix" forthe perceived 
godlessness and secularism of the pybljc 
schools. But at best, a prayer is a minute or 
two a day in the 30 hours of instruction per 
week in the average p.ublic school. What 

. would be much more significant and m~an
ingful would be teaching about religion in 
the several ways approved by the American 
Association of School Administrators 
(AASA) and by all educational and civil 
liberties groups. 

In an attractive brochure issued several 
mo_nths ago; the AASA- set forth ways. by 
which ~urses about religion could be 
given in the public schools. These courses 
would teacb about Judaism and Christianity 
in the same way that instructors teach sub
jects from astronomy to- zoology. The 
courses would seek to eradicate religious 



PUPILS in a New Yorlc high school 
. , pray. ,-. .,., 

illiteracy by etevating objective knowledge 
' about religion to a point of academic 

respectability. .. 

No course of this nature raises any con
stitutional question. Such instruction 
could be given for students who elect it and 
possibly for 'others. It would be infinitely 
more significant and substantive than a 
momegt pf pm:er. And it would be le all 
non-controversial academical! cf 
re 1g1ously beneficial. 'I ; , .• 

In addition, the Supreme'Court in the 
1952 Zorach decisi~n J!ermitted released 
time reli ious education -·so Ion as it is 
con ucted o the schoo premises. For 
those sincere persons who desire to inte
grate the secular knowledge transmitted in 
the public schools more closely with the 
sacred, there is a· way in released time that 
is constitutionally permissible and organi
zationally feasible. 

Senator Jesse Helms (R-N.C.), appearing 
with me on the NBC "Today" show, on May 
6 stated that the morality taught in the pub
lic schools has 'sharply decline<:1 since the 
Supreme Court decision -in 1963 which for
bade the reading of the Bible and the recita
tion of the -Lord's Prayer in the public 
schools. ·· · '·•· 

Misleading statements of this kind will 
tend to dominate the forthcoming nation~ 
debate on the prayer amendment. It is to be 
hoped that Christians and oth'ers will · 
demonstrate unusual restraint and res ect 
for eve one' t e 
discuss this emotionally explosive ques
tion. - ------_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_--:_-_-_-_-_-_--:_-:_ 

u z 
I 

National Catholic 

• Reporter 5/14/82 

• 



Opposing Pre.fab Prayer 
GEORGE F. WILL 

I stand foursquare with the English ethi
cist who declared: "I am fully convinced 

that the highest life can only be lived on a 
foundation of Christian belief~r some 
substitute for it." But President Reagan's 
constitutional amendment concerning 
prayer in public schools is a mistake. 

His proposal reads: "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.•• This would 
restore the status quo ante the 1962 Su
preme Court ruling that public-school 
prayers vtolate the ban on "establishment" 
of relupon. The amendment would not set
tle the argument about prayer; it would 
relocate the argument. All 50 states, or per
haps all 3,041 county governments, or all 
16,214 school districts would have to decide 
whether to have "voluntary" prayers. But 
the issue is not really voluntary prayers for 
individuals. The issue is organized prayers 
for groups of pupils subject to compulsory 

- school-attendance laws. In a 1980 resolu
tion opposing "government authored or 
sponsored religious exercises in public 
schools," the Southern Baptist Convention 
noted that "the Supreme Court has not held 
that it is illegal for any individual to pray or 
read bis or her Bible in.public schools." 

The Question: This nation is even more 
litigious than religious, and the school
prayer issue has prompted more, and more 
sophisticated, arguments about constitu
tional law than about the nature of prayer. 
But fortunately Sen. Jack Danforth is an 
ordained Episcopal priest and is the only 
person ever to receive degrees from the Yale 
Law School and the Yale Divinity School 
on the same day. Danforth is too polite to 
pose the question quite this pointedly, but 
the question is: is public-school prayer apt 
to serve authentic religion, or is it apt to be 
mere attitudinizing, a thin gruel of~ 
religious vocabulary? Religious exercises 
should arise from a rich tradition, and re
flect that richness. Prayer, properly under
stood, arises from the context of the praying 
person's particular faith. So, Danforth ar
gues, "for those within a religious tradition, 
it simply is not true that one prayer is as 
good as any other." 

One person's prayer may not be any sort 

of prayer to another person whose devotion 
is to a different tradition. To children from 
certain kinds of Christian families, a "non
denominational" prayer that makes no 
mention of Jesus Christ would be incoher
ent. The differences between Christian and 
Jewish expressions of fiety are obvious; the 
differences between rotestants and Ro
man Catholics regarding, for example, 
Mary and the saints are less obvious, but 
they are not trivial to serious religious sensi
bilities. And as Danforth says, a lowest
com.mon-denominator prayer would offend 
all devout persons. "Prayer that is so gener
al and so diluted as not to offend those of 
most faiths is not prayer at all. True prayer 

According to some 
polls, mo.re Americans 
favor 'prayers in 
schools than regularly 
pray in church. 

is robust prayer. It is bold prayer. It is 
almost by definition sectarian prayer." 

Liturgical reform in the Roman Catholic 
and Episcopal churches has occasioned 
fierce controversies that seem dispropor
tionate, if not unintelligiole, to persons who 

· are ignorant of or indifferent about those 
particular religious traditions. But liturgy is 
a high art and a serious business because it is 
designed to help tum minds from worldly 
distractions, toward transcendent things. 
Collective prayer should express a shared 
inner state, one that does not occur easily 
and spontaneously. A homogenized reli
gious recitation, perfunctorily rendered by 
children who have just tumbled in from a 
bus or playground, is not apt to arise from 
the individual wills, as real prayer must. 

Buddhists are among the almost 90 reli
gious organizations in America that have at 
least 50,000 members. Imagine, Danforth 
urges, the Vietnamese Buddhist in a fourth
grade class in, say, Mississippi. How does 
that child deal with a "voluntary" prayer 
that is satisfactory to the local Baptists? Or 
imagine a child from America's growing 
number of Muslims, for whom prayer in-

volves turning toward Mecca and prostrat
ing oneself. Muslim prayer is adoration of 
Allah; it involves no requests and asks no 
blessing, as most Christian prayers do. Rea
gan says: "No one will ever convince me 
that a moment of voluntary prayer will 
harm a child .. . " Danforth asks: how is 
America~r rel~on--served by the em
barrassment of c ildren who must choose 
between msincere compliance with, or con
scientious abstention from, a ritual? 

A Suggestion: In a nation where mil
lions of adults (biologically speaking) af
fect the Jordacbe look or whatever design
er's whim is de rigueur, peer pressure on 
children is not a trivial ma~: Supporters 
of Reagan's amendment ~ that a··9-: 
year-old is ''free" to absen~ self or oth
erwise abstain from a "volun~., pray
er an acttvtty mvolV1Dg his c assmates 
and led by that formidable authority fig
ure, his teacher. But that argument is akin 
to one heard a century ago from persons 
who said child-labor laws infringed the 
precious freedom of children to contract to 
work ten-hour days in coal mines. 

To combat the trivializing of religion 
and the coercion of children who take their 
own religious traditions seriously, Dan
forth suggests enacting the following dis
tinction: "The term 'voluntary prayer' 
shall not include any prayer composed, 
prescribed, directed, supervised, or organ
ized by an official or employee of a -state or 
local ovemment a enc includin ublic 
school principals and teachers." When re -
gion suffers the direct assistance of nervous 
,politicians, the result is apt to confirm the 
judgment of the chMd who prayed not ·to 
God but for God because "if anything hap
pens to him, we're properly sunk." 

It is, to say no more, curious that, accord
ing. to some polls, more Americans favor 
prayers in schools than regularly pray in 
church. Supermarkets sell processed cheese· 
and instant mashed potatoes, so many 
Americans must like bland substitutes for 
real thmf. But it is .one thing for the na
tion's pa ate to tolerate frozen waffles; it is 
another and more serious thing for ihe na
tion's soul to be satisfied with add-watcr
and-stir instant religiositlc. When govern
ment acts as liturgist or a pluralistic 
society, the result is bound to be a puree that 
is tasteless, in several senses. 
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within its boundaries -- and therefore a proper us e of 
publi c tax money _-- .be c ause t hey are not nec e s sar y to t he 
educational ·-pr~cess. Similarly, if t e s t ing s e rvi ces are 
PfOV~ded by ·a public a dministration f or the bene fit of 
children _- generally, the •.-.utilization of those services/ by 
children enrolled in ·. rSligious schools is not bbjectionable. 
But this practice may not be extended to include the 
provision Of public guidance and counseling servi·ces on an 
individual basis to · children in religious schools ! [Board 
_Minutes, June 5, 1961, April 30, 1962.J 1 

* * * 
(c) The ACLU opposes voucher plans, such ,-as the Office 

of Economic Opportunity Voucher Plan. Any grant of public 
funds -to parochial schools, even if i mplemenf ed indirectly by 
permitting parents to present their vouche~i to parochial 
schools,. violates the constitutionally-required separation 
of state and religion. The fact that . vouc her money may not· 
be used to support religious education i d such schools is 
irrelevant. Any public aid to ·a parochj/al school ine~itably 
benefits the entire . institution, regardi ess of . the particular 
uses for which it is designated. On ciear First Amendment 
grounds, the Union opposes any vouchef plan .which encompasses 

. I 

parochial schools. [Boa rd Minutes, February 6-7, 1971; ACLU 
Testimony on OEO Education VouchersJ before the House Educa
tion and Labor Committee, May· 4, 1~·11.] 

. ~*** I 
(d) Among other forbidden ~ypes of public- aid to 

parochial schools are the provitions of teachers at state 
expense, even on a part -time bdsis, and the award of federal 
scholarships to students atte~~ing non-public schools. [Minutes 
of· Church/State Committee, 1*1 

e 28, 1961, May·. 1, 1963.J 
.1'. . * * 

. I 

·(e) The· ACLU is oppos~ d to tax credits against tuition 
payments by parents to ·E~tarian schools. Such a tax credit 
would violate the canst· utionally-required separation of 
state and -religion, sine the operational effect of a tax 
credit procedure wouldl be the same as that of other forms of 
governmental aid to s~ctarian schools. [Board Minutes, 

• 

June 11-12; 1978.J / l 

Polic~ 

~igion in Public Schools 

(a) The ACLU believes that any proa ram of 
indoctrination -- tor indirect -- in the 
or wi public resources 

inci le of se arati · · 
opposed. 

'7ha..,e_ If flO 

~""' aJ,s,lc,ft. 

pr '" &.t pie. 



The observance in p ub l i c sch ools a nd on public property 
of such occasions as Christmas, Channukah, and Easter as 
religious holidays is contrary · to the separation principle. 
• Whe t hei each and every observance that is believed to 
be in violation merits ACLU intervention depends upon the 
factors governing its participation in all classes of civil 

. liberties matters. These include: (1) - other civil liberties 
pressures co,mrnanding ·the -Union's attention -- including 
other church-state matters, (2} the Union's judgment of the . 
general significance of the particular ,instance, and (3} the 
limit of the Union's resources which ar·e , available at the 
particular time and place. Whenever the ACLU, through its 
national organization or ·an affiliate, does undertake to 
intervene in a religious holiday observance case, a clear-cut 
separation-of-church-and~state position should be taken, 
guided by the following considerations. 

1) .. The teaching -of religion in the public schools is 
barred_. by the Constitution. 

-, 2-) '£_he practice of regular Bible reading and organiz;:d 
erayers represents a form of -indoctrination which should 
also be barred, a view taken also by the Supreme Court in 
1963. [Board Minutes, April 30, 1962; News. Release, May 30, 
1949.J 

3) The teaching of religion should be distinguished 
from teaching factually about religion as, for example, an 
element of world history or of s·ocial sciences. Even in · 
teaching about religion, the younger the child, the more · · 
wary the teacher must be -of indoctrination4 Certainly, public 
schools may explain the meaning of a religious holiday, as 
viewed by adherents of the religion of which it is a part, 
but may not seek to foster a religious view _in the classroom · 
or otherwise. 

ACLU also opposes the inculcation of -~eligious doctrines 
even if they are presented as alternatives to scientific 
theories. However, the problems of a hurnan's place in nature •• 
the origin of the universe, etc., do indeed raise contro
versial issues and teachers should help students understand 
the diversity of views on such matters in appropriate courses, 
provided such views are not presented in such manner as to 
inculcate religion. [Board Minutes, June 21-22, 1980.] 

4) In cases where even non-religious attributes of a 
religio~s holiday (there are always borderline cases) may 
offend individual students, their privilege not to participat:e 
in such non-religious celebrations should be respected. 

5) The-use of public funds or public pro ert for the 
display of re igious sy o isms ou e opposed as a 
governmental endorsement of religion. The use of public 
school buildings for the teachin of rei1 ion after scho 1 · 
hours is s1m1 ar y improper. (In practice, however, the 
Union has drawn a distinction between this kind of ·use as 
an aid .to religion, on the one hand, and on the other, access 
to public buildings for meetings of religious groups on a 
fair ?nd equal basis with all other groups or ·organizations.) 
[Board Minutes, April 30, 1962; News Release, May 30, 1949.J 

(See also policy on Use of Public Property for Religious 
Purposes.) 

' * * * 



.. •ho 1"!~'1Jle...,,_,.,mlll --•-
II.a IO much ol the credit for Ind dlmdl gt'Ollpl to~ Yins '!'early lllOI CIIIII ... w•-- lmpu!N ,· 

~ Ill a,oaible. WbDt Tbanbltl•· on publle luUN ln tllNII 1"lnla: "A.rlla- to Nllllape and reform Ammbn aodety. 
• lie II t1111 aa 1111-..tau time for re- enla or parUcular fallhl Ind Individual Oul of evanaellUI leal U..illllled forth 

i
.,. ff•'""" Cllllt l'lllllcia'• roll In our Dltlonal churdw ff'fQUfnUy lake ltl'IJlli poaltlona movellllldl 111d aaodatJam to promole • -.. NII,= putlcularly ao thia on public luus . ••• Of coune, dlurchlll puce, temperuee. prilgo ftfonn, the' 

..... e-.lQI paw,er over aa mud! u aecular bodla Ind llftt'•te • ot ■laftr'J', tbl P'"ll!tiaa cl 

..... J9U' IJld I half of an,up■ 1ud! a, cltla!n■ m't1! thlt rlihl," IW1ll V Ta ·cruelt ldldrlll and ~ -
1 · lb■ IIDn1 Jl1)or1t1 Jnd the Rellgioul CommlDlon> · • Jn recent decad• or couz'..e U1II 
1 · ,,._._._ m■ba It lnwlwd In thr rPla• . · Within the Juda,eo-4::hrtltl■n tradltioi, It American tndllJon fll' relllloue ioctaJ 
; ~ .._ ftll&lom faith and pub- a hu been ,,.,,,...,._lnnd from the ■tart - COIICl!ffl hu been earned fonrarcl larply 
I -} le,..~. ..:-.. -~·bl beginning with Mme1, conlhml!III throu~ by moderate and liberal 1flalnllne 
, ,,. -v are unu,,l"lla,... Y lhe 1"'01mNS and Jt!!IIII' vialon of churdlf!II which have advoc1ted ■ucb 

, · ~~ t'llfflft treadl. 111Py fear kmgdooi or «;ad - lhat God rulea ovn- ra- u civil rtgbta, withdrawal from 

.

. ___.. or fanaUciam and ~mllaotl• 111•. from the m°'t private to the mmt Viet Nam, and IOClal ftlf■re pro«rama . 
. .._ 'llllTJ' OIi the put of tllOlle who dalm to public. Tbf' building of a j1161 rtgbteoua Even more rpntJy hMrever the pic1un1 
• hHI &.direct= to God. Tbf'y ff'■r and J)l'llceful IOCilll order J., basic to.,_; bu rapldlf"~ u the mainline 

ll&tlon __._,_ .~~.!.° l!ftPDR upon lhe voc.tlon of the Individual btllever ·and churches have withdrawn to Uck the 
. ..-_,. n,_..,... Y""'11 and mon,J the n,Ugloua a,mmunlly as a whole In wounds or backlash wtule tundarnentahsts 

coavlctiam which are l'lf'ld by relatively tbi! traclitlon. and rvangrUcals have been l"l!awakened 
, 1m11l but 1b10Jute l y convinced Our Pilgrim and Puritan forebeara to a rell&iOUI motivated IOClaJ concrm. 
mlnor1de■. 'lbey fear_ the lllbtlr or not-ao- were tho belrs of I Calvinistic theology, The real bsuea that deserve debate 

,· aubtle aecond~ c1Uz.cnshlp that could deeply rooted In the Old Testament, concern the merits of the cue for what 
r.lllDt larbotbo■e wbo an, not tnie bellt-v- ..,h,cb perpNuated thil vu;ion of twtab- : coralltutes 1ocial Justice and right• 
en "I m -agaln Christ~ Amrn ca . hshmg a holy commonwealth . .America eousness in the Juda · tradi• !!~ Barry Goldwater and Jame!! was to be 1be jllew 1.srael. lri Nrw Eng- tioo, not whether It II tbeologlcalJy or 
- . many who lhare these anxieties land they &uc~ in maintaining an ronstltutlonally appropriate for reUgiDWI 
tab 111fup In the doctrine GI rburch- estabhshed atatt>-church for 110mr two Individuals and groups to be actively Jn. 
state ~•Uon. centuries '. , • , •• volved In cillzenship. 

THESE ARE ALL valid coocrrna for Primarily, course. 11 wa& the pres- ~ Who is the God in whom we claim to 
aeyqpo_wbo values the tradition of Amtr• •ures of re · luralism which even• tru!lt and what doesthll Cod requtn, of 
lean damocratlc pluralism. Yet the pohtl· tually ltd to blllhmen~ alll constl• • us? From the beginning and over the 
cal preachers and their adherents on the tullonal ch . tale separation. With Ml centuries which have pa.saed t 

: ftllglaua rteht are allO part of our plural- many relig groups on the scene, no · f1m Thanksgiving In Maa.sach 
· lat.le m1L · _ single d_e lnaUon could possibly ~Ame \c:a•1 ll&i0\111 COlllll:llllllllUCI haY~.I 
- -n...~teness-of-lhelr drav.-t11g ·•grant.tid st i.vored c~ c· "ha~ Influence In helping the 
IOcial, politic&!, and economic imphca- natlOll to answer those questions, to de-
tlom from their religious convictions ii THE CO Rst: ot· -'m•rtran tslory f111e its nature and destiny. If that inf! 
not the i.sliue. 1bey are solidly wiUun the makes 11 _ clear that church state separa• c nce i! to conttlue, It seems clear at t 
malmtrum or tbe Judaeo-Chri.,uan Ira- lion bas on no way da_mpenN the zeal of Thanksgiving that It is tlme for our d 

behevel"5 for establishing a holy common- vided religious comrulllliUes to come 
.,.-ealth on these &bores. The ,·!!Ion of the gelber a.ncl to help the Dillion co 

Dr. Robert A. Chesnut is pastor ol kingdom oLGod 1111 earth, has bf'en 110 gelber In rethinking the basic 
Northminlster .PresbyterlBn Churrh 1n strong In American rehgian that l'\'CO about the nature ol the God we serve 
EvalrltDn. those whose thrology has fOCU5Pd on th!- the kind o! people " e are to be. 

Andy Rooney 

Family of 
By Andrew J. Cherhn 

BALTIMOR E - · Arr •• ffllll'1WII lo 
family? · 

When people discuss m:ent changes In f 
V~ ~~. U,.y o!teu.,tue lhe ·.sos a 
r'eFerellCl' . · 

Many of us =re either grav.11111 up or 
then, so that decade i.s a natural standard t 
and popular commentators on the family 
than Since ltie •.:;os the dl\'Ort'r rate has mo 
the birth rate has drwpped sharply. and U,.· 
mamage bu rist'n. 

These comparisons often leavr the mist 
that patterns of marriage and childbearing 
typical of thr pallems on the l'nited Sta 
Century. ln fact. family life in the '!>OI " 
from " ·hat it -.as m any dl'<'ade, before , 
c-entury. 

B\' R~Mll~(; 1hr dbtlnrU,rnrn or 
a ,·01d eJtaa eratmg th<, .,gnlf1cancr of Utt· 
family that ha,r utTUrTl'd stnre thrn an<I 
prrd1cl the hkely d11't'Ct1un ol change in th 

Prayers sho 
Constdrr the purportf'd "po,tponemrnt n 

dn't ffi d young adults too~y . In the 1-. about t 

0 en women bcl"'l't'n thr ai:,~, of 2U and 24 had a 
currently, only onr h11lf of ell womMI in 

Ll.'T'S C"1.L ntE Tm Hall MttllnR 
of America togdhrr and d=uss thL> 
qumtiml of voluntary prayer m pub!Jc 
schoola.. I ·u make a 11,w prefatory re
marks :· 

I thlm = ·re all agrttd that Amencans 
approve of prayer in our pubhc r;('hoob . 
~y are agreed that ii u; n11ht and 
pro~r to pray to God. 

Ameflcans are abo agreed, I tlunk, 
lti.•t t~.l\[ayers should bl- those lrum the 

-~~~ .. !/7: ....... ..,_, rr ntrh, .. Ho 1 

Bob WINlrtrh 11 ta~og IJI• day olT. 

hrar a d~nt1ng ,·01N' up tlwre in \',•r 
mont? \ 0

00 don't think 1t,,, prayen, should 1 

br l'resbyter111n • 
Writ, fortunately. e,·er)'Olll! bas a rii:ht 

to his 0"11 opihlon In America. evl'n h-11 -
,..ong O>mm1es from \'ermont 

\ 'Oll WJTII )'OUT band up l hrr~ in 
:. Jlllno16, what do you Uunk lhe pra"'"' 

-·, ahould be 0 Calhohr• You lhmk tl>t: 
pr■)'t'rs In public achool.! &houtd I><' Cdth• 
ollc Pl'ayt>rs ! I'm not sure .,, ... ryone ·s 

• ao1ng Co go along with you on that, s,r 
J think ~rhBps the ~ t thing would he 

··,! tr we bad a kind or nnitral prayer. Goel 
wW ~rsland and that way we won't 

,, offt>nd anyollt' . 
,-. ,._t 1 lM"C a hand raL'W"d out there in Cali.for• 

nia. Ask your questron \'ou want to kno.,· 

....._ marru'tl 

which ,uv thr rlnldrrn IA ill Ian> when that's wmr tlung Wt' c~ contn•I ThrM' Al.a li.st ,c:,; somt"lime,; arf' w.ed 1" 
thry J'<a);, Oh, ,·om• now , •ir The clul - L"hurch ol Lattn-day Saints• Jeho,ah'• ln<'r,,asingly, young adult, erv rP)ffitnR ma 
dren will fa<'<' their trarher . V.'hJI ar.- Wilrn's....,,' Tbr l'ml,callun I hurd1? V.r 8 ronclusuin is un/oundrd 
you saying, Mttca? Mr..ra• or N'Ur;e, would naturally rons1drr the rights ul Today, llll' Bfi:rs 81 whirh young f>eu1•1• 
lhry won 't hr fscmg MPCra. PlrasP sit thc,,c s.t:<'ls hut I think th.-re 's su<'h a 5 ,m,lar 10th'' a,w~ at "h,, h they milrnl'd l 
down, sir. V.e wtll not hr praying 10 Allah thing as carrying freedom of l'l'llg1on too l 1'40. We may &ay thst · to. JY, marriagt' L\ 

. WPII , thnP may he 500 million far · .. only if " ·e compare rurn>nt marllll.l a""" 
Moslcms In lhe world but not hrrt' In th• Yes . ,-,u do"11 thrtt In f7orida " ·Ith the un,,.,.ual -SOS , "'h~n young adult• mnrrlP<I r .. 
good old l 'nlted StalPS or Amtrka. and funny HIiie black hat on. Jt>wwi pray~n? grneration in Ibis !'elllurv 
,. ,11 he praying to thr rral r.od In our or cou,.,.., lhe Jf'"'ll will b<> ablf' to have Similarly. U... onr- • nd 1"'fHhil<1 ram,i, .. , 
school! here. Please >1I do,.11. Give ltl<'1r o"'-n prayen. II Jewish boys and consu.tent v.ith lbt long tPl'ffl lrf'nd In frrt1J, ..... :.-.-..,.~~* ~ --·~ . norl•..tlrio 't w•,h~r~·-· :_n •"--z••-'•"'1. SUI.es. The nation·• birth rate luia bttn I _._ $•,•·c . ·, . ~ - -.~~r •- .o.. v . • . CT' - =~- •\.- -:--:-'- .. ~ . ._ .. ; - •. -

· ,.- ~ •f' r nt"rv._ , d.is, \ 'P -1,u ,, • • - . (ll"Ul~r Jl,:wt• ~ "~(IHr, .,nQ t.utJIJUIP --.:--•• . ... - 6,r .,_ ;'!",...;., •.~,~.,:--.(· ,·' 
n•al Goo• Ar,,n't WP agrt'<.'d that he 's a rf'St ol the kids, ail they have to do u; say'\' ' - 't":- • -~ - ., 
"'111I<' male in hLS middle ID late 60s wllh "°· We'll fix up a place for them to pray rhlla b<-anng yrat11 In th" '!,Os had at lust I 
J 1011g ,.h,le beard and Oowmg rube~• rn ~lt.s.s Ml'{'lall'hy's M"COnd gradP room 

Sir, I don' t think th1.> " any t,mc lo riP, t to th<, gym 
d1~nl.' -"' thrology. \'rs . OH'r tht•rt' in Ohio Ju~t one mort2' quesl1on. t~n v.c'lt ha\'f" 
W 111 t ht'rf' he rt>hgiou• f l"Pt'<lom in our 8 sho-. of hands 
~rhools'' Of rou,.... therr·t1 ht• n-hg1ous 
frH'dom The rh1ldl'l'n "111 I><' free tu Le 
}'rrsh~1rrlan, BapllSt . 1.uthrr Jn, llkthod 
ts!. or Epbropahan . 

t'IU:1::110:\I f"II O.\r rrligion~ I don 't 
think the Consl1tuuon promLSPs any a.uch 
thing. 1-"ret'dom of reh1t1on is "h.at 1l 
says. II a child doesn't want to bow his 
h<,ad and pray with the Olhtn. bc<-ause 
hi,, lat.her and mother art troubkmaken. 
all he ha., to do Is raise hi! hand and 
demand his cons11tullonal rights to be 
,•,ru.<t'd and hf' may les,·e the mom. JI 
the other chlldn.·n mak.- fun of him. 

V. tl.L \'Ot · rPJ>"II ,our qu .. tlon , 
madam II the ch~drPn pray in school , 
will they he taught arithmetic in church ' 
I don·t Uunk we hne lime for •man 
alerk qlleSUons, oo I'll I.Bite one more . 

'l'onat about keeping religion and i'O"· 
ernment -supportrd school1 apart? I 
gather what you·re suggesUng, of 1 may 
rephra&e your quest ion, LS a separation of 
church and stat.e. ll'• an Interesting ,_ 
ldf'a but I think we·11 take It up al our 
fl<'XI met'IIIIJ! . 

The meetmg ia adjourl'll'll . 

Andn-"· J . l'ht-rlm. as.sutant proh.,.,,,,,r of 
st Johns Hoplr.rm I 'n/\·f'rs,ry. 1> 11urhor .,, 
>'Ol't'l', Rem•rriag1• " 

Mary· McGrory 

President becomes a dove 
11'A8HJ..,,GTO..,,-Harui11 11..,.. lo lfffll 

palna lo &how us hr 15 ml afraid of ,ur, 
Ranald Reagan hal •uddenly .. ,inouncr-l 
lbal be ia nol alu11d vi ,.,..Ct' 

•. ,,. He lnvotrd I.he world lo )om tum in 11 

;,/ qumt for 11. 
·, :~~ ·, Rea,g•n u • (k:>"·r "d.l • re.AJ suri:,rl.sfl . 

C1Jnung .u 11 d td m I.he wake or 10 l"ll<Jntm 

But thrre bP "'·as, rm the p!.1:!nrm or 
tlW' :">a!lonal rr-, Club . sa) ir.g thml(s 
for ,.-hlch th<, t.aci.i;ro.ind musl<' rould 
tu,,·" bttn "t;,v" Pe.i<'e a l't..ince 

.Natur all)' . tu.. rn•IY"'-11 .-ng~,.d~rt-d 
alr.f't)t1c1>m alid hopt.• oftf'tl 111 tht !ollme 
prl'V'n 

Pr llden Caldl"C'<J(!, W JJh)'$1Ctan ,..ho 
t '... "' • 

:he Arr.u Corurol a:'>d DLsarrnamtnl 
A~~ncy . tc.tnk., that the R<-.a1t11n proPD6" I, 
huv..-,er f~r off U,e rr.a:lt from tlw: :;onrt 
!JOUII of \If'", IS !>Omct.!-.lllg l/'.a( "the 
Hu.".dn., " ill hut tu con,.lder •· 

• '· 'Nt'.;it dru, c lira~ ID the l'rtsa Club 
poowm "i:h a Oo>e In the halJd "'UC the 
p:an, m..rchers c,f Europe. 

All.hough be and bla C&blnrl <>filters 



-••wrc'lrlthlood 
H111nan fnilty -lnll 

IIO~IM'f' for I slip-up . 
• ~led the bfanL ~ 

I 

11. tbr tnform•r·• full
L~lru ,.-r~ trainNI 
ets. the gnm ~u11e 
nt. lfp summoned bJS 
argf'll'd f'DVO}'S }. 
prrcaullolli ,.-ere 

Is Wf'nt out to the 
••lall\ for prPSldPDllal 
tional Sffurll)' 
hmd~oors talk•. slllt 

k prom.• &OCll'I)", 
lhf'r ttil.s ,.as all a 
<'OUld rtpd an l'Xl"U!le 
of Khadafy and hLs 
nlPSOm1· that .,. 
lran., o a btpar11san 
Senat Mlnontv 

\'ork ·~ ~nlor i;enator. 
ed fully Jhe proof 
rom h!ghly qualified ......... 

• bf' by satellite 
lrlr n . 
hl'r \IJP 
slyly f.ed that 

k o I Castro. 
hmn11so " 

Pmrnt hL\ lnlS. 

uei:w&'l'~"'""it/y'e-· 
P>ldt•n'f and be 

thr pr,...irl<'fit 
rt to our mt~J•~•·nrr 
nr ,.-,,,, prn11J1Pd 
'\..'- IOC. . \A turh \\rn~ 

' 0\ 
option~ 11p~~o 11 . 

11n1~irt111g J.1fan 01I. 
l11rh I'm tnl ould 
<•r . "'•· •·an 3 a 

lHlO!<I !t~.11n,t t ~ 

ir•· hJ, pro{ l'l ,to be 

..., ~., 1,,,.1 Jg.11n~ a 
rt"11..-d1JI trratmrnt 

, run r.111t,· 111 ~ ,J1Jr 
, t .,.,. h1~ « .ln 

hrn 1 

___ _._ ___ _ 
~ 
~ 

· ·-·~that bring back memons. ....,. town there w.ere W\·eral eccentrtt·' 
1bPtt's the handlome Marmon. old ladies ,. bo ,:lldNI around In 

WbUP rummaging around in fl>f' ln,tanrr Oor Jonf.'5 had a rlKtrlc ran I thl'lll they llkf'd .. 
• my fil.s thr othl'r day for wm,. Marmon. and made house calls m 1t . lh<'m not only bf'.- ■ U.~ thPy H't'mf'd • 

-'-' stuff on automobll..s, what did I Called at my hou~. as a mattPr of ~fer II.op speed wu 2:-» mpbl bul • ~ 
~~ fin_ d but The. Handbook for J1125-2l8. ·. fart , v.bPD I was rl"l"upPrat1n11 f.romfe. becaUlt' they wue provldPd · • 

. , ·· m1urle sustamed when a l'f'rta, flo...,er vues. one on eacb side, . ; 
• - Did ,ou ~-rr hPar tell of the · l:r Dodg• touring car sk1ddl'd In th n nl<"P cr)'Stal . " • • 
-~ WUls SL Claire Gray ~ TravPI- -.:.; rain and overturnl'd. · ~ 1 ou,zbt to note in passln,z tha; -
' tt! Ho,. about the Dorris PuadP- 1 bad not yPt star1Pd to Mhool i. thr Elf'ctrtc Brougham v.·as no 
i.nal NO!>talgia tim<>' at tbat time. But au•~ ,.rrl' ,·,'r\· chpapte. It sold . acrordmg to tht> • • 

The Hand hook ,.as publlshPd bl,: with me. I rould 1drnUfy thPm Handbook, for 14.250. fob thr - ' 
annually by !ht• ,~oc1a11on of all hy namP. on <lllht, "'h1rh is morr fdctory at Cb1ropee Falli. Mas.,. 
LlcPnsPd AutnmnbJll' ~lani.fartur th•n I t·an do todav as ,·ar, slrPam 
en;. otherlltSt• kno,.n .as thP Auto- pa,, on thP frrr11,a)· 
mob1IP Chamhn of l'ommrrrP 

. Mmr· JS a fanm11lt· 1·1h11on put out 
by Oo,er from thl' ongmal platrs 

It arpPar- from thP Handbook 
that !hi' Am.-rkan auto mdw,try 
\<3S lhPn V. ht-rl' !hi' Anwriran 
computer 111du,try " no .. . l>o,n1., 
of manuf.irturn,. ra, h "'1lh a full 
produc-t hn1• l.:itrr thnt> " a~ to hr 
ronsohda11on . "llh "'" ,un 1mr, Is 
there a fon•ra,,t hne for ~,hron 
\'alley! 

Handbook h~t, thr aut!I!; 
produc-l'd by no ft',.rr than 57 
rompanles. And that . do..,.n ·1 in

clude s1mUarly Ion~ 1i, 1mi: for 

Want to 1ak1· a '1"111 nn th,· 11me 
"'h,..,,~ Who rt•m,·ml~·r, ,om,· of 
the old b<•au11t-. on th,• Ii,!' -

Anderson. Apprr;on. Auhurn. 
llri•w,t.-r . l'a.'-t'. l 'handlrr l"ulr. 
l "unnm~ham. Da,·1s. Durant .. 
rtmt. II•, n ..... J,1rdan . 1\1,wl 
l.t·•mi:101;_ ~loon . ra1~•·. H,'<I, Hmm er, 

Jim MahonP\ . a llt'l~hhor. had . 
onP of th()!;(' infrrnal Mo<M T 
Fords. It bad a hand rrank for a 
startrr, and Jim had to he pr<•lly 
mmblr, IM>causr the rar bad a 
tendenry to run him do,. n as ,oon 

For that kind of mnnry you· , 
rnuld hu\' two R1rkPnha1 kt•rs, 
v. hll h w Pr·P namPd for t:dd1r Ru k-
<'nhar krr. thr rarP rar dn,·rr "htt 
hr<'amp G,·n l'n,hini: ·, rhJuffeur 
m World War OnP. and latt·r our 
a, e fi1:h1Pr pilot o, l'r the Wf'Stern 
Front · 

!\.n<tal~la timr' Whal automo 
hilt-,, d,, , "" rt·nwmh,·r• P1d , onr 
t ·nrJp JO<' ba,·e a Hoam..r , a ,\,11r. • 
an Oal..JJnd . a f)uranl' . . A llu~ · 
mobile. ii l'l't•rlt-..s. a ChandlPr 
Comrade Roadstrr• .. . AJax, 
Cle\'rland, Stearns. ~!<Farland 
!',ames from II bnitht past m boom 
limes, ,.ht>n the auto mdusll) .. a, a 
happy scramble 

Guy Wright/ Public school prayer 

Tlwrt• h ab~,,lutPI)' no \.\a\ tn 
''''I' ;i , h11<l from pra~ m~ m school 
~" "ay at all 

Mo,t nf u, "t.a1d an on a,1011JI 
rra} Pf as " "hnol kl<h. u,uall) "ht•n 
tht• dt~, 11 mJdt• ~on1t• lt•at her ~prm:.? 
a surpn,e quli . ,\I Jhp 11m,' 111, ..... 
'"'re thP mn,t ,uw,•rp appt>ab for 
d1\·1ne gu1dan,•p ,.., ,-, ·er u11t•rPd 

In h11ht nf Jhat rP<'ol1.-r11,.n . th •• 
rampa!ji:n m Coner,~, for a "honl 

puhhr school IParhrr• What if hLS I 
h..r rrh111nus l>Phrfs ar.- quill' d,f . 
r,•r,•nt from thosr of 1hr , tud, ·nJ, • 

Whn"' 11,hlt' shJII thP c htl<lrt•n 
n •a'-1'' Thi · ( 'J. th11llc and Prnt,...,tant 
l11hlt-s d1ffrr. and 10 Jew, OPJlhrr is 

..iUl at'('f'Jlt.ible subslllult• for !ht' 
Torah San }' ranrtsrn, ma111· 
flud •lhLst rh1ldrPn would ft-d a ,. k 
.. ard n•a<111111 from any ll1hl,• ~10, 
km t h1J,lrl'll ~rl' tau~ht th..rt· " 
nnl\ oru· hnl~ h,,.,,k _ th, · Kora11 

\\"ho,P pra~f•r ~hJJI thf' 
,·h11tJr,·n rt ·nlt·"' JLL.,t an11,ng Prnt,~
lJll1' th,·r, · ~tr• · ~o many '1oe1r111Jl 
•hli<'rPn,·,.., th,t a pra,rr rwrkrtly 
a<Tt·ptahlt> t1> ont- d1•nommJt10n 
ri,ks orft>ndma hi<.11 • dozrn 01h1·r, 

H,,,. 1a11 llmdu, l11ldren III S..n 
Fran,,.,.. o ,rhonb pra} 111 · our 
Father m IIPa\'t·n ·· ,.h,•n thr, lw
h,·,e in many cod.., and many 
r l'mcarnat100.s , leadmc nol 111 ht•a, 
Pn but to a sort of bt•n1i:n nbh\lon • 

II "'111 offrnd "'ml' J'li'OJ'IP. of 
,·ouf"<'. 1f not for v. hat 11 rontams. 
Jhrn for v.hal JI ka"'" out 

But ""rs.• than that . thLs sani 
t11l'd . hom .. ,!< ·m11 ·d pahlum prayt·r 
v.tll bP the throlu1:1ral rqu1,·alrnt nf 
Junk mail II ,.00 ·1 sa11,!y th.- . 
d,·,·0111 . and 11 "'on I 1mprt"i.\ tht• 
rnd, ffrr<·nt 

And hov. ran \ll' rail 11 ,olun 
1Jf\ "'ht ·n t.. 1 h.inl att, ·wtuu •· J~ 
, ompul,on., 

•·yf>, .l 11h n 11~ ._ , 11u /;f,\ ,1:~ijr 
p:au·nt" 111hJ ~,11 1 U• •l tn }"I~ our 
, olunt,;H~ pr J \ •·r 1•r1,~r ~ttt1, _.\.·ery 
""'' \nu d,,111 laJ,,• l\\ l,lr,•1 It, 
purd \ \t,IUOIJt\ 'till i;)\I( In lht· 
ktc k of thf• r onn: ;ind k•·• ·p qu1t'l 
"hilt• 1111' lt"-1 llf U • J•I J\ 

fi r, v.,• r, ·aJJ\· "anl~~Jlli' 1,,1\ 
a c b1IJ , m tbt• n•111P o!Mlt,iflr.l I\ 

• pra, n am,·11<lr11t·nt ta~, -, on J 

dlfft'rPnl .isp,•t·t 

And what of thr Arab young
stn "'hOSP lanb n-qu1r, ... tum 10 
pray m a rrl'S('nht-d v. a1 . at a 
prt...rrit...d time. prus1ra11ni: h1m
'"lf 10 ... ard ~fraa ' 

Anyonr v.ho douhts;ttalfilLDT 
ducini: ··a , ·olunt.ir) Mhoq\ .pfilr"'·r, 
proi:ram·• will mflaml' fl:Hi;w•" 
d1ffnf'nr1-s should pondf'·r "'hat 
bapJ'li'ntood m Congrl"\S last mrlnth 

,. . .l,pan.....- l'f"'J'lt'\art' 
·nt .,f 1hr Land. tn :tht• 
t~ ~1ht.1Ut H oi:.-, pt.•fSflll~ 

St•ns J,•ti;,,• tldr.:, ant.1 !'-ilrom 
Thurmond ar.-n t hJllhni: for ,11 .. 
n11ht of rh1ltlr, ·11 1,1 pray That 
alr<'ady r~M • \\h,1 tht') arP talk 
mi: about " ··a ,nJuntJr~ "'hool 
pra~ t:r pro11ram · pnh,> ha,, 1111:all~ h;-t•n 

nf :\m,•nran rh1ldrtn 
11t"nb 

But a pra,Pr rro,::ram is hy 
dt>fin1t1nn a reh~1ou, .-rrPmon,·. 
PSJlf't'lally ,.hPn you add as Helms 
l'l al do. a portion tlt•, 01t•d to B1bk 
re.idw11 

•·r~,. ,. h a<1 .i m.1ni;, firr 
· sp:., r of flH' )e.ir.. he 
nnh.ur~ h·"' of "'h1cb 

~ ronductin.: a rt•hi:loll! l'Pre
mony the propt'f funr11 on or a 

article c:A . faith 
~J..'lt· 
""JJl 
rt,. ..... 
'llt-

a 
Jo 

'''" \V. 
ttw 

SIUDJ1t-lY , va•t numben of j!OOl1 l,~lt !-<·t 
up to l't'l,-1,ra li' the b111 splash l'r .... UIIIJltl;. 
th•")' faJZurPd ~~w tt·n..,111nc. hu 1lt UJl 1wt~r 
POn1 a • tu h,' munucJa(,~l I,; 
""''h.'1.ii\P lttJclan!i., anti tl'ar 1111 
,lout"d lmr A o ouoit .. ~, If 1i/ft'lr.,.. lh•I " 
,·;,tJ< J\-..m that M>t.J. P ISrnO tt<·a• h OPXt ,., 
c1o\l. 01m,. n l1 ht,t1h1 .11 1, a.-um~• to '4•rtnu~I"' 
'jU~IOIJ thP !IUr\H'al or lhl' ~, ... , ,.~ 

\\ bal~\'t"r. tbt ·) OWJOI to plrt) ~ JIHt · 

It IS arro~anl •~nuranrt' lo 
pr .... ume lhat all th,..,,, d1\t•r-.• and 
d1°Hiu11,· ht'ld lwht'I, .-an ht• f1t11 ·d 
un,h·r ont· n ·rt!mun1al umhr..-lla 
that LS l 'S"'nllall}' Old-Tlmt' Bible 
!It'll 

, Ora"' m2 on past PXp,·rworP. 
,.., . .-a n prt-d1ct "hat ,. 111 bapprn 
F1r..1 local school boards and tht·n 
tht> sute ,. 111 try to ronroct a Puhhc 
School Prayer so dehberalt'ly \ague 
that it can't possibly ofknd an)un,·. 

S.·ns f.rn~ llnlllniis and llnv. 
ard \lrttt>nhaum art> both rood 
.-\ mt rn .sn, . l•••h 20<"1 llemonah 
But III tlw 111°.11 r,f 1lo-ha11n~ th,• 
..,, hool ; ,r J :d ·f ,,..,u.-• HulllOC'li t a1lt•1f 
\l t>llf'lll>oUIII ·· tht' ,.-na tur fro m 
U r,a1 ll ruh 

Transla1t• I hat into srhool\ ard 
lancua~e. and tbr n a~k , ou~splf 
,.h.-th.-r that b "hat ,011 ·,.ant to , 
rntoi.ra11t· 

1111s 15o't an ari:um"nt a2am,1 
religion It's a plra not to profa rll' 11 

. 
; . 
• • 
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L] AinerlCQJlS United for Separation of Church and State 
8120 FENTON STREET• SILVER SPRING, MARYLAND 20910 • (301) 589-3707 

May 24, 1982 

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

Dear Mr, Blackwell: 

20500 

I have been meaning to thank you for sending me that beautiful copy of 
the President's Prayer Day proclamation, I have framed it and placed 
it in my library at home. 

Enclosed is the last issue of Church & State, for which I contributed 
an article on the history of Presidental Prayer Proclamations, I thought 
you might find it interesting, 

I would like to add that, though I disagree with the President on tuition 
tax credits and the school prayer amendment, I admire him personally, And 
I support him on almost all other economic ~foreign policy issues, which is 
why I voted for him in 1980. 

Best wishes. 

Sincerely, 

W~J 
Albert J. Menendez 
Research Consultant 

AJM:ft 

Enclosure 

~ -

Y n11r vnirP in thP hattf P tn nre.,;erve relirtinw; lihPrtv 



Archdiocese of Philadelphia 

222 N. 17th Street 

Philadelphia, Pa. 19103 

Office of the Cardinal 

Mrs. Elizabeth H. Dole 
Assistant to the President 
for Public Liaison 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mrs. Dole: 

June 8, 1982 

Please accept my sincere and appreciative thanks 
for your kind letter and for sending copies of the 
President's remarks at the National Day of Prayer 
Ceremony and his proposal relative to voluntary 
prayer in public schools. 

With prayerful best wishes, I am 

Sincerely in 

rchbishop of Philadelphia 

jm 
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A<",' -~-T . ·,. • h . . ,· . > •·"&, . '-h· _: ·,:•·1 ' . 1-· • - ._ • ·, ,, ?!:,: i,, 

~n.'."~~.~ros· __ • ~ view .-~()i.~C.c-•. :9(),1 pray~f::_·t:::e1~-.:~·;· 
.J- ·:'· · ., .. it .. · -· · . ·- ,_•.:.: .,. ·· ·.,.,_ :.1: .. _,, .,_, • • ;., ,, • ·•· l-~-,..;,.•.;.~- ---.: .. :r" 

S ho~ld ·the U.S. _C:on:~t~tution be c.. tlOIJ-S ,With_ p·raY,7.r:_: ,J nauuu.hitto?s, .nations-are ma~e,s.b?uldthat-4:a_c~ t~at-. 
'" amended to allow rehg10us obser- Supreme Court se~_$10ns, Tbaiiksgwmg we are _a nat10n , ~d~r ._:God 7 -be 
· vances in public schools? Though declarations, al1 in,voke God'i; preseQce . ,·concretely ackpowlpdged? •'·,c:,:,·,,-,_ >~. 
this que~tior(has caused a grea\ deal and ask his guidan~.Pres1dent Ro~ld Since the inception of~the publi~ . 
of angu,ishamong secular and religit>us ''Reagan; in ~Uil!tfor lhe' passage of schools, tbe,l'e .has been a ,long~tradi
leaders and_has:,Prompted harsh attacks ·· the proposed sch09lprayer amenct~ent, tion of including some fordt of-prayer. 
from those-who object to its provisions, ' quoted the wordS1)f .BenjamuiFrarikli.11 · 1n fact,, the MassachnSt!tts "Bosrd of 
Lthirik these ~motional outb!lrsts are . to the Constifut~ob,al Convention: ; - Education, hea4cd by Horact!"Mann, 

·wholly unjustified. · ' ' . - 1 ·: .. · "f)?eg!~~'-rotov.e - ' tha[ tienc·e- · founder .of our public -sc~r.system, '-' 
. · :I! W9"l11d be the ,height of naivete to . 1 forthJ);,!~iimp!<)ring ~~ assif t:ince removed sectarian instruction froni the 

·.be11eve tb?t,the proposed amendment , Qf H~ven, ~d its. ' blessmgs ·on our , schools hut prescribed--ii :progtam of 
would -~plv"e --al~ of _osir problems; but · . del_i~r~'ti.on_s, ~ f l~ .in thi:; Asse.~bly . , "daily Bible readings, devpnonal exer
_r7st,::a~:sur-e'd, It won't harm 'any~_ne ' ey~~·m n,~ng ~re wr prqc~d \0 / cises and the .constan,t inculcation of - . 
~1ther. To ~e~ontrary, an education -:; busµress. ,~. · -, ~ . , .,· , . .,, ·,:-the-preceptsofmorality."Andfor';l7O . 
mterfuse1f witl{reverence for the divine ' .: '. lt ~ -dly seem' : bgical _tha.t the Y~!Y . years after .the·· adoption· of the ·First 
j~~1! he!~ lead human: bein~s to C;leal _c_onvehtion'that ·~rt~d t9e C~stltua Amendment, prayer was permitted in • 
. kiflclly -w1th each -other. · ·' t1on would have l.iewed with favor.the . the public' schools. , , ,, . . . · -~ · ._,. 
'- . Because ci this, I supp~rt S.J.,R~so- . eliminatiori 1>~ i)t"~yer _ from _public Jn our own -epoch, when ~e "hav~ 
Iution 1p9 - the school prayer amend- sc~ools ~hen it 1fe~r~d ~hat tts own turned over to the public schools many 
ment 7 which seeks to restore the daily .s~ssxons ?>ri),!1lence wiili a ~equeSt functions once the province of home 
freedom 6f ~;mr citizen's to pray in public for div me assis~c~ ~nd blessmg~. and other institutions, we cannot in good 
schools and institutions. Whatever the.!-llealllll:g _of the FirSt conscience see the schools as places 

- Amendment which prohibits the es tab- . - . . . 
In prayer, w,e . acknowledge our . lishment of as~te religion; it certainly only for the imparting o_f mfor.mat1on. 

---qe_pendpnce;:cm a -p9wer greater than . ! dirl not mean the separation ofreligion . School~, where; n:ioS! ~::lul~r.en sp~rxl_ a 
our own. We perfect our character and ·rrom public ipstitutionsand functions. . good part ?f their day, ar~ crucial m 

·' .establish a relationship between heaven If we are encff>Wed by our creator with the ~ormat1~n of c~racter -as we~l as 
and E'&rth .. rn· the words of a great certain inalienable rghts, we are bidden _th~ mculcation of ideals_, ~orld ~1.ews 
teacbel' of modern· Judaism: "Prayer to acknowledge our creator in the pur- an mo~al v_alues. If pos1t1ve rehg1ous 
may not save us. It can make us worthy suit of deepening our understanding express10n ts banned trom the schools 
to be.saved." From a ,religious point of and practice of these ri-ghts. . • , on the grounds of Fu:st Amendme~t 

: rlew it is inconceivable that education It is often said that religon is a pri- guarantees, the public s~ho?ls will 
be· considered complete without stu- vate matter which should he limited to become (as they ~eady:have m many < 

dents being taught how to pray. Man homes, churches and synagogues. parts of o~r .nati?n) P{'.Ciponents pf a -
·may master all of science, literature, Those who argue thus do not, I sug- secular pomt ofv1ew. ,r ~; , 

· -and history,but if he does not know how gest, properly understand the basis of ·. __ Just as nature .abhors.a _vacuum, so 
: to establish a dialogue with God, if he · ·our Judeo-Christian religious tradition. the human soul ·cannot remain empty 
; -has not learned how to revere life and Religion is not a privatsache, reserved , of:spiritual values. If itls not nurtured 
· -i life' s creator - he has not fully for sacred space. Biblica1 religion, if ' by our traditional religious teachings, 
', Ji-evelope.d .his humanity. m1ything, demartds to be acknowledged substitute faiths; formal and informal , 

:'.hHistmically, in the United States most in all aspects of life: "When thou sittest will rush in. When people stop believing 
public events have begun with prayer. . in thy house, ·whenihou walkest by the . . in something, observedG.K.Chesterton, 
The :$._enate and the House of Repre- way, when thou sittest down and when it is not only that they _:believe in noth
se~tl:4tves begin their daily delibera- thou risest up." A religion which is lim- ing. It means they" believe in anything. 

• · ited by the walls of houses of worship More and more -,American parents 
· ~,-c or to the seclusion of one's own home is are being convinced that public schools 

Rabbi Seymour Siegel is Ralph Simon less than a religion. Where else but i_n which are given the task of driver edu
Profess-or of Jewish theology and ethics the places where the riext generation cation, sex education, and family -edu
at the· Jewish Theologica l Seminary of is formed, where the laws that govern cation should also be concerned with 
America,NewYork,andadjunct scholat the land are crafted, and where the theskillindispensabletohumangrowth: 
at The Heritage Foundation . decisio11s which decide the fate of the a rt of prayer. _ 

I 
I' 

i 
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-Ihe ;ssence of educ:rtion is that it be religious.·· ww(e 

Alfred North Whitehead . And he was right. The short-sighted 
pleas of some to restrict public schools to ihe basic skill:-ieud· 
ing . writing, and arithmetic-Jr-aving value education wholly 
to the family and to the church.just will not work . Every time a 
teacher administers an exam. he teaches att itudes toward cheat
ing, stealing:. obedience, industry . individual responsibility. 
justice, responsibility to society, law . and order. The psychol
ogy teacher touches the neural point of the worth of human per
sonhood. the science teacher discusses the product of God·s 
creati-ve hand, sex education unfolds what it means 10 be a man 
or a woman, the marriage cou11selor shapes the minds of stu
dents on the nature of the basic building block of human soci
ety. Value-free education is a myth and a delusion . Our onl y 
choice lies not in wherher valu-es are·to be taught in 0ur public 
schools. but rather what values~r better. whose values . 

1;~~:i:1f 
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ME M 0 

TO: Prayer Day 1982 Board 

FROM: Roy C. Jones, Otreach Coordinator 

DATE: August 24, 1982 

RE: Prayer Day Outreach - Week II 

A. State Coordination - At this present time we have twenty leaders 
organizing school prayer day festivities in their 'states: 

STATE 

1. Alabama 

2. Arkansas 

3. California 

4. Georgia ------- --

STATE CONTACT OR COORDINATOR 

Rev. Dick Vigneulle 
Shades Mountain Ind. Church 
2281 Old ' Tyler R6ad 
Birmingham, AL 35226 
205/822-8203 

' I 

Mr. Stuart Gaines 
1736 Merryvale Road 
Birmingham, AL 35216 
205/979-6125 

Rev. Roy McLaughlin 
First Baptist Church 
Route 2, Box 23 
Vilonia, AR 72173 
501/796-2103 

Mr. Sam Bailey 
PO Box 100 
Viloni a, AR 72173 

Dr. Tim LaHaye 
Family Life Seminars 
PO Box 1299 
El Cajon, CA 92021 
714/440-0227 

Jon Lorenzen 
Californians for Biblical Morality 
9416 Zelzah Avenue 
Northridge, CA 9i325 
213/993-0422 

Dr. Joseph Meredith 
624 West Morris 
Fresno, CA 93704 
209/486-1080 

~.i:- . b i l.l - :t-ermell 
Forrest Hills Baptist Church 
923 Valley Brook Road 
Decatur, GA 30033 
404/292-2535 

Mr. LaVoy Jonhson 
Concerned Citizens for Good Government 
2200 Century Parkway NE - Suite 828 
Atlanta, GA 30345 
404/634-6113 



5. Illinois 

6. Indiana 

7. Kansas 

8. Kentucky 

9. Massachusetts 

10.Minnesota 

11.Missouri 

12.New · Hampshire 

-2-

Rev. · George Zarris 
Fox River Valley Baptist Chruch 
PO Box 231 
Aurora, IL 60507 
312/896-7777 

Rev. Greg Dixon 
Indianapolis Baptist Temple 
2635 s. East Street 
Indianapolis., IN 46241 
317/787-3231 

Mr. Fred Hanks 
PO Box 2271 
Indianapolis, IN 46206 
317/787-2412 

Dr. Ray Melugin 
Wichita aaptist Temple 
PO Box 698 . 
Wichita, KS 67201 
316/263-0269 

Dr.~- Robert Parker 
PO Box 72305 , 
Louisville, 'KY 40272 
502/937-1881 

Dr. Frank Simon 
PO Box 6689 
4001 Dutchman's Lane - Suite 5-B 
Loutsville, KY 40207 
502/895-6263 

Rev. Harold Crowell 
2 Vernon Young Drive 
Plainville, MA 02762 
617/699-4415 

Rev. Rich Angwin 
Temple Baptist Church 
200 W. 7th Street 
St. Paul, MN 55102 
612/222-7490 
• I , I 
, I . I 

Sandra Singer 
C.A.L.M. 
495 East Curtice 
St. Paul, MN 55107 
612/293-1697 

Rev. Ken Gillming 
Cherry Street Baptist Church 
2434 Cherry Street 
Springfield, MO 65802 
417/831-2626 

Mr. Bill Hay 
PO Bi:~~ 488 
Springfield, MO 65801 

BEV. Arlo Elam : 
Tabernacle Baptist Church 
RFD 4 
Hudson, NH 03051 
603/883-6310 

Mr. Conrad Vandenburg 
12 Blue Jay Way 
Hudson, NH 03051 
603/893-9011 



.. 

13.Oklahoma 

14.South Dakota 

15.Tennessee 

16.Texas 

17.Utah 

18.Vermont 

19.West Virginia 

20.Wisconsin 

-3-, 

Dr. Jim Vineyard 
Windsor Hills Baptist Church 
5517 NW 23rd 
Oklahoma City, OK 73127 
405/943-3326 

Dr. Cbqrles Harris 
Windsor Hills Baptist Church 
5517 NW 23rd 
Oklahoma City, OK 73127 
405/943-3326 

Mr. David Hitchcock 
2405 S. Irvington 
TulJsa, OK 74114 

Rev . . 'R,. L. Tottingham 
Bible Baptist Church 
1300 N. Minnesota Ave. 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104 
605/339-2038 

I 

Dr. .Bobby Moore 
Broadway Baptist Church 
1.57,4 .E. Shelby Drive 
Memphis, TN 38116 
901/346-5560 . I , . 

\ • I ' , . I I I . 

Mr. Russell T. Clubb 
PO Box i61089 
Memphis, TN 38116 
901/396-4362 

Mr. Fred C. Mason 
PO Box 18625 
Austin, TX 78760 
512/327-8288 

John Gross 
N. Freeway Baptist Church 
9600 N. Freeway 
Houston, TX 77037 
(713)447-6540 

Rev. Robert Smith 
Valley Assembly of God 
Box 18596 
Salt Lake City, UT 84118 
801/968-3715 

Rev. Jim Gangwer 
Calvary Baptist Church 
61 Main Street 
Essex Junction, VT 05452 
802/878-8341 

Dr. Fred Brewer 
Box 5627 

304/736-8006 

Mr. John Bourn 
PO Box 612 
Mil~on, WV 25541 
304/7 43-5886 

Rev. Harley Keck 
2605 South Libal Street 
Green Bay, WI 54301 
414/435-3842 · 

Rev. Dick Schiller 
(same addres s ) 
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B. State Organizational Goals 

I will be contacting state leaders in Deleware, Maryland, Virginia 
and Washington, DC prior to Friday, August 27th in order to set 
goals for attendance. Our phone bank will be contacting all of the 
DC area churches before Thursday, August 26th in order to estimate 
the level of involvement from the DC area. We will be asking for 
assistance in finding volunteer .workers, church bell ringing ceremony 
participation and attendance for the national rally. 

C. Information Outlet 

On August 27th, all state coordinators will receive an information 
package and a survey form to return to our office detailing specifically 
the activities their state will be participating in. 

--- ---- -- - --~--__,..,,-
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~ the great commission prayer crusade 

q_l i, 9, ~ 2. ' calling the world to prayer 

September 14, 1982 

Mr. Morton Blackwell 
Special Assistant to the President 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. Blackwell: 

I am interested in obtaining a copy of the President's 
speech on the proposed amendment for prayer in schools 
to the Constitution with a legal analysis. I had heard 
that I can secure a copy from your office. Please send 
it to: 

Miss Mary Hofman 
Campus Crusade for Christ 
Department 52-00 
Arrowhead Springs, CA 92414 

Please advise me of any charges or fees. Thank you for your 
help. 

Sincerely, 

C~4-lu.Q~ 

Mary Hofman 
Special Projects Coordinator 

A Ministry of Clll11fJUS Crusade for Christ• Arrowhead Springs, San &rnardino, CA 91414 · Telephone ( 714) 886-5114 



IOA· SEPTEMBER 21, 1982 • USA TODAY 

OPINION 
John Seigenthaler, Editorial Director 

John J. Curley, Editor 
Allen H. Neuharth, Chairman 

THE TOPIC: PRAYER 
Each day, USA TODAY explores an issue iA the news. 

Today's page includes our opinion on prayer in the 
schools, the position of President Reagan, views from 
Florida, Missouri and Texas, and voices from across the 
USA. · 

Reagan, -Helms wrong; 
pupils already can pray 

Ask a student who has confronted a semester exam in a 
Cl8$room if prayer in school is banned. Many will tell you 
they began praying as soon as they started the test and 
didn't stop until the grades were posted. 

Displays of religious faith are not uncommon in school 
settings. A high school baseball player Cl"O$e5 himself be
fore stepping up to bat; a student says a prayer before an 
important debate, and there's a lot of praying during spell-
ing bees. · 

But President Reagan and Sen. Jesse Helms say the free
dom to pray in school has been taken away. The president 
makes .that argument to promote his proposed constitution
al amendment formalizing voluntary school prayer. Helms 
makes the argument to push legislation forbidding the U.S. 
Supreme Court from ruling against any state that permits 
voluntary school prayer. 

Both are wrong. The truth is that the Supreme Court has 
not banned prayer in public schools. Instead, it ruled that 
organized school prayer, silent or spoken, and organized Bi
ble classes violate the separation of church and state. 

That doesn't mean a student can't close his or her eyes 
and pray. At any time. Which means that Reagan's amend
ment and Helms' legislation aren't necessary. 

It may be difficult for many Americans to believe, but 
those proposals could do more harm than good. 

America is both proud and protective of its rich religious 
heritage. Any suggestion that our religious freedom is being 
encroached upon should be a call to arms. 

But those who are intent upon circumventing the Su
preme Court's position on school prayer are playing to that 
instinctive religious protectionism unfairly. 

The Supreme Court has said the schools $ould not initi
ate or influence the dialogue between pupils and God. It has 
told the state to take care of the state and let jndividual· 
take care of their souls. 

Many Protestant, Eastern Orthodox ancl. JeWish groups 
agree with the court. 

The danger is this: Who is to define exactly what "volun
tary" means - the principal who is an atheist and sets poli
cy for a whole school, or the teacher who might promote 
Catholic, Jewish or Protestant beliets ·in .class? 

If it becomes permissible for a school to orchestrate a 
prayer session, there is no guarantee that this seemingly 
small intrusion into our religious freedom will not be imme
diately abused, or t_l!.at ~e abuses will no~ grow. 
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QUOTE LINES 

"Tell me one child, just one child, w_ho has.\ been harmed 
by exposure to prayer. The ~oubles With the ~ ~hools in this 
country parallel almost precisely the unfortuna. ,te decisions 
by the Supreme Court." H 

1 
, ,. 

- Sen. Jesse ems, ~--R-N.C. 
··. ' ' 

"The religious training of children is the ~~ibilit).: w of • 
the family and the church. It is not the respons1b1hty of the..,.._ ,,. 
government at any level." . 

- Claire Randall, general secretary . of the National 
Council of Churches. 

"In my opinion, (the prayer amend~ent) will be J>a$ed 
because the people want it, and I ~~ubt ~Y congressman or 
state legislator could oppose rehgious liberty for the chi!; 
dren today when that's what the people want them to h~v~. 

- The Rev. Jerry Falwell, founder of the Moral Ma7onty 

"I think the government ought to stay out of the prayer 
busint?$ and let it be between a person and God, ai:id not let 
it be part of a school program under any tangible con-
straints." 

- Former President Jimmy Carter 

"Apparently dissastisfied with his desl!Uctive impact on 
the economy, the president is now movmg to destroy the 
Constitution." . . ., 

- Norman Dorsen, president of the Ame~can C!VI 
Liberties Unt" 
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JOHN WHITEHEAD, Attorney At Law 
13665 Van Dorn Ro~d 
Manassas, VA. 22111 
(703) 791-5179 

WILLIAM BALL 
854 Wynnewood Road 
Camp Hill, PA. 17011 
(717) 232-8731 

GROVER REESE, authored the language of the bill 
University of Texas Law School 
727 East 26th Street 
Austin, TX 78705 
(512) 471-5151 

RABBI JACOB ILIOVITS 
207 Ross Street 
Brooklyn, NY 11211 
(212) 384-6765 

ROUSAS RUSHDOONY 
P.O. Box 158 
Vallecito, CA. 95251 

. (209) 736-4365 

JULES GERARD, Professor of Law at Washington University 
P .0. Box 1120 
St. Louis. MO. 63130 
(314) 434-5372 or 889-6400 

WILLIAM STANMEYER, President of Lincoln Center for Legal Studies 
1611 North Kent Street 
Arlington, VA. 
(703) 243-2211 

CHARLES RICE, Professor of Law at Notre Dame Law School 
Notre Dame Law School 
Notre Dame, IND. 46556 
(219) 283-3354 
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From the desk of: 

SALLY D. REED 
Research Consultant 

TO : MORTON BLACKWELL 
RE : V.S. P .A. 

Date _ 8_- _11_-_8_2_ 

This is a list of the prospective witnesses that I submit 

ted to Eric Holtman at the Senate Judiciary Committee 

on August 10. 

He seemed to think that there would be no problem with 

having Grover Reese and Charles Rice and assured me that 

he would include as many of our witnesses on the panels 

as possible. 

The hearings are scheduled for August 18, 1982. 

The Committee for the Survival of a Free Congress, Inc. 
721 2nd Street, N£. • Capitol Hill• Washington, D.C. 20002 

(202) 546-3000 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

September 10, 1982 

Mr. Grover J. Rees, III 
Assistant Professor 
University of Texas Law School 
Austin, Texas 78705 

Dear Rocky: 

Now that the Congress is considering the proposed 
Voluntary School Prayer Amendment the President has proposed 
I want to take the time to thank you for your immense help 
to us. 

You did the initial research for the prayer amendment 
working group composed of Gary Bauer and me. You briefed 
various Administration policy makers on the constitutional 
law aspects of this question. 

You drafted ~or us the amendment which, with hardly 
any significant change, was subsequently sent by the 
President to the Congress. You drafted questions and answers 
about the proposed amendment which were adopted virtually 
in their entirety by the. White House. _Thus your analysis 
was the basic information printed for distributiori at the 
Rose Garden event May 6, as the President announced his 
intention to propose this amendment. 

As the amendment worked its way through our White House 
decision making process, you made yourself constantly 
available for our repeated questions on legal and policy 
implications of the proposal. 

Few historians of our era may trouble themselves 
with the origin of President Reagan's initiative on 
behalf of voluntary school prayer. Many of us whom you 
helped, however, will always remember with gratitude and 
admiration the central role you played in this historic 
event. 

Cordially, 

11~ 
Morton C. Blackwell 
Special Assistant to 
the President 



' , ,. ' : ' ' '•' 

'No on pray-er 
President Reagan last week sent to 

Capitol Hill his proposed constitutional 
amendment on prayer in public schools. If 
wisdom and prudence prevail, the 
res~Iution will be quietly buried in the 
judiciary committees. 
' Sad to say I wisdom and prudence seldom 
prevail in an election year. This resolution 
will be a tough one to vote against. Mr. 
~eagan would write into the Constitution 
this provision: 

l . 

'• ''Nothing in this Constitution shall be 
consirue'd to prohibit individual or group 
pray~r· in · pµblic schools· or other public 
iristifµtions. No person shall be requir~d by 
the United States or ~Y any state to par
ticipate in prayer." 
j §,~veral things are wrong with this 
proposition. For one -thing, "individual 
prayer" never has been prohibited by any 
court at any time. Nothing on earth 
prevents a school child from bowing his 
head over his desk and saying a silent 
prayer whenever he feels so disposed. 

Neither have the courts had a word to 
say about prayer in "other public in
stitutions." Over the years, various 
atheistic petitioners have complained of 
prayer in houses of Congress, in state 
legislatures and at military installations. 
Sessions of the Supreme Court itself are 
opened with prayer: "God save this 
honorable Court!" To the extent that the 
amendment seeks to authorize a custom 
that is nowhere prohibited, the amend
ment is quite simply unnecessary. 

The issue involves one subject only: 
group prayer in public schools: That is 
what we are talking about, and it is all we 
are talking about. Let me argue a case 
against it. · 

First, on this matter of "voluntarism." 
The Reagan draft says, in effect, that no 
child shall be required to participate in_ a 
group prayer. As a practical matter, the 

/I 

saving sentence has no meaning. At
tendance at a public school is compulsory; 
the child has to be there. Few children 
ever would risk the conspicuous em
barrassment of refusing to do what the 
teacher and other children are doing. 
Saying that classroom prayer is volunt~ry 
cannot make it so. 

Second, the amendment's protection of 
"group ' prayer" plainly implies a strµc
tured, organized service of some kind. But 
what kind? Are state boards of education 
to provide an official prayer for u~'e 
statewide? Is every local board to com
pose its own? Is the group to be led by 
individual teachers or pupils_? Once we . :,. ,, 
embrace the idea of "group prayer, we 
embrace laws respecting an establishment 
of religion. The First Amendment has 
prohibited such laws for nearly 200 years. 
Do we truly . want to cast that long ex-
perience aside? · 

• Third, one problem with institution~} 
prayer parallels the problem often en
countered with institutional · food. T~e 
group prayers that would be sanctioned by 
this amendment would be canned peas-;-:
bland, innocuous, inoffensive recitat
tations, perfunctory rituals devoid of 
spiritual meaning. Heartfelt . prayer 
demands something more. , .. 

· Mr. Reagan is quite in error -in .his view 
of the present state of the law. He says that 
the high court "has effectively removed 
prayer from our classrooms," but it is on~r 
institutionalized prayer that the court has 
condemned. The president says his 
amendment "will restore the right to 
pray," but so far as the individual chilg. is 
concerned, that right never has been 
suspended. · 

In his statement of May 6, the 
president asked a rhetorical question: 
"How can we hope to retain our freedom 
through the generations if we fail to teach 
our young that our liberty springs from an 
abiding faith in our Creator?" Some of us 
might respond by suggesting that our 
liberty springs from something else en
tirely. Our free institutions may have been 
divinely inspired, but they are rooted in 
mortal instruments-the rule of law, the 
common defense,· a written Constitution. 
Faith in our Creator is a thing apart, a 
matter of personal conviction, not of public 
policy. · 

Further in his remarks, Mr. Reagan said 
nothing could convince him "that a 
moment of voluntary prayer will harm a 
child." Fair enough. But we ought not,to 
adopt constitutional amendments because 
they will do no harm. Amendments should 
achieve great good, arid I doubt that this 
one would achieve what its well
intentioned sponsors believe. Before ·we 
drift toward some quasi-state-sanctioned 
establishment of religion, let us have a 
long moment of meditative silence. 

. ' 
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:THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

· ' 
June 21, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR ED GRAY 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

MORTON C. BLACKWELL ?fl!:. 
Issue Up-date on School Prayer .... Constitutional 
Amendment 

I suggest the following additions to the draft you sent me on 
Friday. Add on Page ··3 before the last paragrapha 

1. One unfortunate and unpopular result of the changes mandated 
by the Supreme Court"s anti-prayer decision is the negative 
implication inevitably given to school children. 

The great majority of American children in their formative years 
from six to ~8 go to public schoois. There they cannot fail to 
get the strong implication that prayerful expression of religious 
faith is somehow illicit, somehow unacceptable, somehow illegal. 
This is not neutrality. Surely the frruners of our Constitution 
did not intend such a result. 

It is true that in some public schools across our country aspects 
of free exercise of religion survive. Some public school authorities 
wink at students saying grace before meals and even at student 
prayer groups meeting before, between, or after classes on the 
school grounds. Many school districts still permit prayers to be 
said at school on special occasions such as graduation ceremonies. 
But these surviving remnants of voluntary prayer in schools are 
under system_atic and successful attack in the courts by militants 
determined to stamp out all vestiges of school prayer. 

Children are compelled by law to be in school. Voluntary prayer 
should not have the same status for students as pornography, liquor, 
or smoking: something illicit which the state must vigilantly protect 
them against. The many public opinion polls on this subject offer 
convincing proof that the American people believe court rulings 
have gone overboard in restricting the free exercise of religion 
by school children. 

Sponsors of a constitutional amendment to remove the court-imposed 
prohibition on voluntary school pray-er often suggest that voluntary 
prayer is available to students - at any time during the school day. 
In fact the right American public school children now have is 
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. 
similar to the right Soviet school children have. 
pray as long as they are not caught at it. Surely 
expressions of prayer should have more legitimacy 
country than in an officially atheistic country. 

They can 
public 

in our 

2. My second sugge_sted addition would be a new section to 
be added immediately prior to the summary on Page 5: 

OPPOSITION TO THE AMENDMENT 

The principal argument advanced against the President~s proposed 
constitutional amendment . is that school authorities will impose 
"government-spopsored prayers". 

Past experience makes it totally unwarranted to conclude that 
most school authorities will draft prayers or that government
sponsored prayers will be universal or even very widespread. 
Here are more likely decisions local authorities could make: 

1. Permit a brief period of silent prayer at the start of the 
school day. 

2. Permit students around a school lunch table to join in 
asking God's blessing on their meal. 

3. Permit students to organize voluntary prayer groups which 
could meet at school before or after classes or during recess. 

4. Permit individual students to alternate each morning, 
leading those who wish to participate in a short prayer 
or reading from the Bible or other religious or inspirational 
work chosen by the individual. 

All of these are voluntary activities which a growing majority of 
school authorities now forbid as a result of the Supreme Court 
decisions. 

It is true that some local authorities might draft prayers, as 
some --d±d · before the 1962 Supreme Court decision ,but the 
proposed amendment prohibits anyone being required to participate 
in any prayer. Many Americans might urge their school authorities 
not to draft prayers. Very similarly, many Americans have strong 
preferenc~about sex education, foreign language instruction, 
science curriculum, phonics, proper school discipline, etc. 
Local decisions on these matters are in the American tradition 
and greatly preferable to national mandates by the federal courts. 
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BAPTIST CHURCH 

70 N O RTH B E LLE VUE BOU LEVA RD 

M EM PH IS , TENN ESS EE 38104 

May 12, 1982 

Mr. Morton Blackwell 
Presidental Assistant 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 20005 

Dear Mr. Blackwell: 

ADRIAN ROGERS 
P A S T O R 

I am the innnediate past President of the Southern 
Baptist Convention. 

I want to express clearly my .gratitude for the sup
port President Reagan has given to a Constitutional 
Amendment that will allow prayer in the public schools . 

Please convey to the President that my absence at 
the Rose Garden Ceremony on May 6 was due to a con
flict in scheduling and not to a lack of interest or 
sympathy on my part. 

Please let me know any way that I can help in this 
endeavor. 

· cerely, 

~th, 
Adrian Roger s 

lg 



OFFICE OF THE 

DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 

TO: Morton Blackwell 

FROM: Bruce Fein 
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,: 

The Deputy Attorney General 

Honorable Arlen Specter 
342 Russell Senate Office Bldg . 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Spec ter: 

Washington , D.C. 20530 

August 20, 1982 

I am writing to expand upon issues that arose during my 
testimony before the Judiciary Committee on S . J . Res. 199, the 
Administration's proposed constitutional amendment relating to 
school prayer. 

At t he outset of your remarks, you articulated a concept of 
neutrality wh ich should be an important characteristic of cons
titutional doctrines governing the relationship between 
individual or group prayer and public schools . We believe that 
the proposed amendment would establish genuine neutrality on the 
question of prayer. The proposed amendment would place the 
Constitution in a neutral posture as to whether states and 
localities choose to allow or to disallow prayer in public 
institutions. Under t he amendment, the Constitution would 
neither require nor prohibit voluntary prayer , and states and 
localities would be empowered to permit or rej e ct prayer in 
public schools based on their assessments of the desires and 
intere s ts of the community . Thus, the proposed amendment would 
foster diversity and tolerance, and promote respect for the broad 
spectrum of religious beliefs. In contrast, the Administration 
believes that prevailing constitutional doctrine diverges from 
neutra l ity toward religion by insisting on a posture of 
agnosticism. 

The proposed amendment, it should be noted, reinforces the 
protections afford d religious minorities under the free exercise 
clause o f the First Amendment . Together , they establish a 
constitut ional injunction against either requiring an individual 
to par ticipate in prayer or interfe ring with an indi idual' s 
practice of his own religious tenets. 

You also voiced some concern over the use of a constitu
tional amendment to overturn the Supreme Court's precedents in 
Engel v. Vitale, 370 U.S. 421 (1962), and Abington School 
District v . Schempp, 374 U. S . 203 (1963). As you know, however, 
it has been a time-honored tradition in the United States to 
employ the amendment process to rectify Supreme Court decisions 
that t he Nation believes to be incorrect or improvident. 
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In fact, seven amendments to the Constitution evolved in 
precisely this manner: the Eleventh Amendment, adopted in 
response to Chisholm v . Georgia, 2 U.S . (2 Dal l. ) 419 (1796), 
which held that States could be sued in federal court by private 
citizens for breach of contract; the Thirteenth, Fourteenth , and 
Fifteenth Amendments, adopted in res ponse to Dred Scott v. 
Sandf ord, 60 U.S . (19 How.) 393 (18,57), which held that blacks 
were not citizens; the Sixteenth Amendment, adopted in response 
to Pol lock v. Farmers' Loan and Trust Co., 158 U.S. 601 (1895 ) , 
which held that Congress la9ked power to levy an income tax; the 
Nineteenth Amendment , adopted in response to Minor v. Hap~ersett, 
88 U.S . (21 Wall.) 162 (1874 ), which held that t he Constitutio n 
did not prohibit s tate denial of women 's suffrage ; and the 
Twenty-sixth Amendment, adopted in response to Oregon v. 
Mitchell, 400 U. S. 112 (1970 ) , which held that Congress lacked 
power to confer on 18 year olds the right to vote in state and 
local elections. 

These amendments rejected particular Supreme Court 
decisions, but did not precipitate any wholesale rejection of the 
integral ro l e of the Supreme Court in our system of government. 
Likewise, the Administration does not believe t he school prayer 
amendment would risk any such undermining of the role of the 
Supreme Court . 

You expressed some hesitancy about supporting the Adminis
tration 's proposed amendment because the amending process might 
be lengthy. Although the time that has elapsed in r atifying 
constitutional amendments has varied, it seems pertinent to note 
that the Twenty-Sixth Amendment was ratified in approximately 
thirteen weeks. The Administration believes that the broad-based 
public support for its school prayer amendment would elicit 
prompt ratification by the required number of states . 

Of course, I will be happy to respond to any further 
questions you may have regarding this proposed amendment in the 
course o f your deliberations and hearings. 

cc: 

s· 

Edward. • Schmul t s 
Deputy Attorney General 

Senator Strom Thurmond, Chairman 
Senate Judiciary Committe e 

Senator John East 
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For 6011ernor 

P.O. Box 919 Severna Park, Maryland 21146 • (301) 544-0200 • D.C. Area (301) 858-5588 

October 1, 1982 

Dear Concerned Citizen: 

restorin 
and want to see 1 r 

According to recent Gallup and Harris polls over 75 percent of the voters in the 
U. S, would like to see this constitutional right restored, by Congressional action, 
since all other methods have failed for twenty years, to restore God consciousness 

,, to the public schools. 

As things stand now, those who do not wish to pray are satisfied with the status 
quo, but those who do wish to have voluntary, optional prayer are denied it. 
That is not religious freedom, or the free exercise of religion provided for in 
the Co:':1.stitution. Nor is there any thing in the Constitution that mentions the 
separation of church and state. 

There is an organization now, the Maryland Interfaith Committee for School 
Prayer, which is in the process of drafting a bill for the Maryland General 
Assembly, which would restore traditional pre-school morning assemblies. 
They would include impromptu prayers, Old and New Testament reading, and the 
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag. No one would be required to participate, but it 
would re-establish the right to pray. Please keep this legislation in mind during 
the coming year, and I hope support it. 

I favor voluntary prayer in the public schools, my opponent is on record as 
opposing the restoration of voluntary prayer. I hope you will keep this issue in 
mind when you go to the polls on November 2nd. In the meantime I hope to hav:e 
your approval, your consideration and your views on this important topic. 

Sincerely yours, 

RAP/js ~'4J! te.w AmerrM. ~y. s®oooer §( 1~,~ . _ . 

Debate C8nterS OftedUcation · 
ii .. -• · ., . school . .. ' · · · 
P- ...... • _ .... 9P"""'ve-no ~~u;-~ · school 
mvERNOR from .1 A· yet • . : . If a kid '&,esn't, want to ID it, he can 
... -· . .oat .the window," •f>tscal :aia 1111 his cam-

.-c-·· plane bedt from Cbnn {Jty. · · 
ugta has Mid~~~ .prayer be

use it violates ~ ·t,eparation • .thuJ'p'l and 
required by the tJ.S. Constitutim. ... ,... . - . -- .. . -
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THC: WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

January 15 , 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR ELIZABETH H. DOLE 

THRU : DIANA LOZANO 

FROM : MORTON C. BLACKWELL~ 

I would appreciate your forwarding the attached me~o and 
attachments to the Attorney General via Fred Fielding. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

January 15, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLL·· ·1 FRENCH SMITH 

THRU: FRED FIELDING 

THRU: ELIZABETH H .. DOLE 

FROM: MORTON C. BL_ACKWELL Jl!J._ 
SUBJECT: Voluntary School Prayer Issue 

You are no doubt aware of the problems we are having in the 
social issue area with activists who worked for ·the President 
in 1980 and whom we hope will be active in 1982. 

In September we routinely forwarded to your Department 
a letter to the President from the then N·ational Commander 
of the American Legion. The topic was voluntary school 
prayer. .. .. -

After bouncing for months from office to office, this letter 
was returned to me. It still has not been answered. 

In the absence of a serious response, I have typed the 
attached draft, which is facetious but honest. 

Would you please look into this matter arid have an appropriate 
draft prepared? 



DRAFT 

Dear Past Command:e r : Kogu.tek: 

Thank you for your thoughtful letter of August 24, 1981, 

in support _of my position favoring voluntary prayer in schools. 

I am glad to know that the A.~erican Legion has for so long . been 

working for this good cause. 

Your letter was sent Se ptember 15, to the Jus tice Department 

for a draft reply. They declined to prepare ,1 draft, claiming 

"we do not have a position" on pending proposals. In an unsigned 

note November 25, 1981 to my Presidential Correspondence office, 

Ann Collins at the Justice Department concluded" the ball on 

this one is ·ln - W.H./OMB's court." 

On December 14 your letter and its growing number of attachments 

was sent, per the Justice · Department suggestion,:_·to ~Y !Office of 

Management and Budget. With great economy of language, someone 

there simply scribbled "not OMB" on the top sheet of the pile 

and shipped the packet back to the White House. On January 14 

your letter arrived back on the desk of Morton Blackwell, who 

had referred your letter to the Justice Department in September 

for a draft response. 

Now I fully realize that when you wrote me you headed a 2.6 

million member veteran's organization which broke all precedent 

by supporting my budget and tax cut proposals last year. I am 

sure you expected a substantive reply and some indication of steps 

I would take in behalf of the position I took on this issue 
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so often in the campaign. 

Unfortunately, the people I appointed to policy positions in 

my administration are opposed to any congressional move to 

limit the jurisdiction .of the Federal courts on this or any 

other controversial social issue on which I ran. The truth 

is that my administration has no plans or intention to draw up 

plans to legalize voluntary school prayer. 

Sincerely, 

Ronald Reagan 



T H E W H I T E H O U S E O F F I C E 

REFERRAL 

TO: OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND Bt.JIX;ET 

ACTION REQUESTED: 
DIRECT REPLY, FURNISH INFO COPY 

DESCRIPTION OF INCOMING: 

ID: 037308 
I 

MEDIA: LEITER, DATED AUGUST 24, 1981 

TO: PRESIDENT REAGAN 

FROM: MR. MICHAEL J. Kcx:;UTEK 
NATIONAL ~MMANDER 
THE AMERICAN LffiION 
1608 K STREET, NW 
WASHINGTON DC 20006 

DECEMBER 14, 1981 

SUBJECT: SUPPORTS RESTORING PRAYER TO THE NATION'S 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

PROMPT ACTION IS ESSENTIAL -- IF REQUIRED ACTION HAS NOT BEEN 
TAKEN WITHIN 9 WORKING DAYS OF RECEIPT, PLEASE TELEPHONE THE 
UNDERSIGNED AT 456-7486. 

RETURN CORRESPONDENCE, \\ORKSHEET AND COPY OF RESPONSE 
(OR DRAFT) TO: 
AGENCY LIAISON, ROOM 62, THE WHITE HOUSE 

SALLY KELLEY 
DIRECTOR OF AGENCY LIAISON 
PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

• 



Office of the 
Assistant Attorney General 

U.S. Department of Justice. 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 

11/25/81 

The re are two issues involved in 
this r equest: l)merits of school 
p r ayer and 2)constitutionality of 
r e stricting court juri sdiction over 
this and/or other social issues. 

At this time, the re are a number 
of bills in Congress (H.R. 72, H.R. 
408, H.R. 865, H.R. 989, H.R. 1335, 
H.R. 2347, H.R. 4756, S. 1742, S.481) 
and I am enclosing a print-out on 
the status of ·these bills. Th e DOJ 
has l)not been asked to comment on 
any of these by either Congress or 
0MB and 2) we do not have a position 
on any of these. 

Sorry we cannot be more helpful 
but the ball on this one is in W.H./ 
OMB's court. 

Ann Collins 

cc: Edna McCullough, JMD 

.. 
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TO: 

/ T H E W H I T E 

DEPAR™ENT OF JUSTICE 
AT'IN: SMITH 

H O U S E 

REFERRAL 

OFFICE 

SEPTF.M.BER 15, 1981 

ACTION REOOESTED: 
DIRECT REP~Y, FURNISH INFO COPY 

DESCRIPTION OF INCOMI~: 

ID: 037308 

MEDIA: LEITER, DATED AOOUST 24, ,1981 
~ I 

TO: . PRESIDENT REAGAN 

FROM: MR. MICHAEL J. KOGUTEK 
-. NATIONAL CCM-1ANDER 

THE AMERICAN LEGION 
1608 K STREET, NW 
WASHI~TON DC 20006 

SUPJECT: SUPPORTS RE.STORI~ PRAYER TO THE NATION'S 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

-l/b SEP 16 1981 

PROMPT ACTION IS ESSENTIAL:-- ·IF REOOIRED ACTION HAS NOT BEEN 
TAKEN WITHIN 9 WORKI~ I).ll.YS- OF RECEIPT, PLEASE TELEPHONE _ THE 
UNDERSIGNED AT 456-7486. ' 

RETURN BA.SIC CORRESPONDENCE, CONTROL SHEET AND COPY OF RESPONSE 
(OR DRAFT) TO: 

AGENCY LIAISON, ROOM 3 3, THE WHITE HOUSE . 

BY DIRECTION OF 'IllE PRESIDENT: 
LESLIE SORG 
DIRECTOR 'OF AGENCY LIAISON 
PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

" . . 

_I 

. ,, . 
•! 

•• I ~ 



~37308 
ID# ______ _ 

WHITE HOUSE 
CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING WORKSHEET 

~A0cl{) 
D O · OUTGOING 

D H · INTERNAL 

Q-1 -INCOMING 
Date Correspondence ..OJI ,,,.,!? , -..,~ 
Received (YY/MM/DD) __.._~......_-'-=v._:tr__~c>\---~~ 

Name of Correspondent: ~ad..[}, k°ju1;;JJ 
GY" Ml Mail Report User Codes: (A) ___ _ 

Subject~R~ /t,y_7Zt~~ ~Pk'~ 
~~ f O # # /Jc/,~ . • 

ROUTE TO: 

Office/Agency (Staff Name) 

I '?Fdlllflt 

ACTION 

Action· 
. Code 

CH '.; 

Tracking 
Date 

YY/MM/OO 

ORIGINATOR .... . ;-vz !Of'!J.f:I 

Referral Note: 

(B) __ _ (C) __ _ 

DISPOSITION 

Type 
of 

Response 

Comp let Ion 
Date 

Code YY/MM/DD -

I -J ~~v /S'A,dJ;b 
I 

·. ·. t e,5 '() I 1) 9 / .IS ' __._N~A~r./~-- C 8 I I LI '~y 

, ..... Referr~te: · _. - ·------------------• -~ 

. ~ l[,.9ifl(_ I 

ACTION CODES: 

A - Appropriate Action 
C • Comment/Recommendation 
D • Draft Response 
F - Furnish Fact Sheet 

to be used as Enclosure 

' 

Referral Note: 

Referral Note: 

I • Info Copy Only/No Action Necessary 
R • Direct Reply w/Copy 
S • For Signature 
X • Interim Reply 

DISPOSITION CODES: 

A • Answered C • Completed 
B • Non-Special Referral S • Suspended • 

FOR OUTGOING CORRESPONDENCE: 

Type of Response • Initials of Signer 
Code • "A" 

Completion Date = Date of Outgoing 

Comments: _____________________________________ _ 

Keep this worksheet attached to the original incoming letter. 
Send all routing updates to Central Reference (Room 75, OEOB). 
Always return completed correspondence record to Central Files. 
O-.&-- -··--•:--- -'"'-••• ♦ h.n. "'"r.,..o.~•·v•u"'rC.o. ... ".o. +r~l"'~inn cv~+om tn r.ontr-!21 A~f~r~nr.A AYt . 2590. 
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/·. · ... • . ·1 

.-~The 
Arnerjcan 
· Legion * WASHINGTON OFFICE * 1608 ' K" STREET, N. W. * WASHINGTON, O. C. 20006 * 

~;~ 
t\~tr 

O Frl CE OF TH£ 

NATIONAL COMMANDER 

August 24, 1981 

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

Dear Mr. President: 

Recognizing your long term support for restoring prayer to the nation's 
public schools, The American Legion takes this opportunity to encourage your 
leadership in accanplishing that goal. This organization has itself been ac
tively involved in pranoting school prayer since the Supreme Court decisions 
of the early 1960's. 

As you know, numerous legislative measures have been intrcxluced this 
year praroting a variety of solutions. We look forward to working with you 
toward the best possible solution to this continuously vexing problem. 

Sincerely, 

9;Ju!he/;f~ 
Michael J. Kogutek 
National Carmander 



LEGI-SLATE~'STATUS' REPORT FOR 87TH CJNGRESS 2:30 PMCEST>, 11/24/81 

STA.:r!JS REPORT FOR MEASURES IN 'SET' OF BILLS NAMED 'PRAYER' 
HAVING ANY ACTIONS ON OR AFTER 01/01/81 
ALL ACTIONS ON OR AFTER 01/01/81 

H.R.72 BY FINDLEY <R-IL) 
A BILL TO LIMIT THE JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

AND OF THE DISTRICT 'COURTS TO ENTER ANY JUDGMENT, DECREE, OR ORDER, DENYING OR 
RESTRICTING, AS UNCONSTITUTIONAL, VOLUNTARY PRAYER IN ANY PUBLIC SCHOOL. 
01/05/81 -- IN THE HOUSE 
INTRODUCED 
REFERRED TO HOUSE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

H.R.326 BY HOLT <R-MD> 
A BILL TO LIMIT THE JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

AND OF THE DISTRICT COURTS TO ENTER ANY JUDGMENT, DECREE, OR ORDER, DENYING OR 
RESTRICTING, AS UNCONSTITUTIONAL, VOLUNTARY PRAYER IN ANY PUBLIC SCHOOL. 
01/05/81 -- IN THE HOUSE 
INTRODUCED 
REFERRED TO HOUSE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

H.R.408 BY GUILLEN <R-TN) 
A BILL TO REMOVE FROM THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES AND THE 

DISTRICT COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES JURISDICTION OVER ANY CASE RELATING TO 
VOLUNTARY PRAYER IN ANY PUBLIC SCHOOL OR PUBLIC BUILDING. 
01/05/81 -- IN THE HOUSE 
INTRODUCED 
REFERRED TO HOUSE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

H.R.885 BY CRANE, PHILIP CR-IL) 
A BILL TO LIMIT THE JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME COURT AND OF THE DISTRICT 

COURTS IN CASES REGARDING VOLUNTARY SCHOOL PRAYER. 
01/16/81 -- IN THE HOUSE 
INTRODUCED 
REFERRED TO HOUSE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

H.R.988 BY GUYER <R-OHl 
A BILL TO LIMIT THE JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

AND OF THE DISTRICT COURTS TO ENTER ANY JUDGEMENT, DECREE, OR ORDER, DENYING 
OR RESTRICTING, AS UNCONSTITUTIONAL, VOLUNTARY PRAYER IN ANY PUBLIC SCHOOL. 
01/20/81 -- IN THE HOUSE 
INTRODUCED 
REFERRED TO HOUSE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

H.R.1335 BY NICHOLS CD-AL> 
A BILL TO LIMIT THE JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

AND OF THE DISTRICT COURTS TO ENTER ANY JUDGMENT, DECREE, OR ORDER, DENYING OR 
RESTRICING, AS UNCONSTITUTIONAL, VOLUNTARY PRAYER IN ANY PUBLIC SCHOOL OR 
PUBLIC BUILDING. 
01/27/81 -- IN THE HOUSE 
INTRODUCED 
REFERRED TO HOUSE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

H.R.2347 BY CRANE, PHILIP (R-IL) 



ot..nuui... r n H , c.1,; • 

03/05/81 -- IN THE HOUSE 
INTRODUCED 
REFERRED TO HOUSE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

H.R.4785 BY KASTENMEIER <D-WI) 
A BILL TO PROVIDE FOR IMPROVEMENTS IN THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE AND 

GREATER EFFICIENCY IN THE FEDERAL APPELLATE COURTS, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 
10/15/81 -- IN THE 80USE 
INTRODUCED . 
REFERRED TO HOUSE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

S.481 BY HELMS <R-NC> -- VOLUNTARY SCHOOL PRAYER ACT OF 1881 
A BILL TO RESTORE THE , RIGHT OF VOLUNTARY PRAYER IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS AND TO 

PROMOTE THE SEPARATION OF POWERS. 
02/06/81 -- IN THE SENATE 
INTRODUCED 
REFERRED TO SENATE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAr.'Y 

----~----- .-----------------------------
S.J742 BY HELMS (R-NC> 

A BILL TO RESTORE THE RIGHT OF VOLUNTARY PRAYER I~ PUBLIC SCHOOLS AND TO 
PROMOTE THE SEPARATION OF POWERS. 
10/15/81 -- IN THE SENATE 
INTRODUCED 

MOTION, BY HELMS <R-NC) TO IMMEDIATELY CONSIDER THE MEASURE 
OBJECTION (TO REQUEST FOR UNANIMOUS CONSENT> MADE, BY BAKER (R-TN) 

(NO COMMITTEE REFERRAL ON INTRODUCTION) 

PLEASE ENTER NAME OF DESIRED REPORT (OR 'MENU'): END 

LEGI-SLATE SYSTEM ENDED 
18.33.05 11/24/81 CONTINUE 
1505 18.33.06 11/24/81 LEG 

CONNECTED - 0. OB. 43 TO DATE 
CPU UNITS 46.088 ~O DATE 
KILOCHARS 7.177 TO DATE 
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3.35.30 
1438.273 
208.030 




