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CHRISTIAN VOICE 

Strategy and Objectives 

I. Premise: Christia~ Voice is the key to re-establishing 
a government and s9ciety which: 

A. Encourages rather than penalizes capitalism. 

1. Less taxes/more investment incentives. 
2. Less regulation. 
3. Respect and admiration for the entrepreneur, 

rather than disparagement. 

B. Restores a sound economic base. 

' 
1. Decreased inflation, incr~ased productivity. 
2. Balanced budgets; greatly reduced social welfare 

expenses. 

C. Vastly increases national defense to insure not only 
the survival of our free enterprise system and republic, but to 
ensure the safety and primacy of America's over seas interests, 
traderoutes, access to world markets, access to strategic minerals, 
etc., etc. 

D. ·Restores law and order so that citizens are safe on 
the streets and in their homes. 

1. Instituting ca~ital punishment much more fre
quently and without unnecessary delay. 

2. Reforming parole and probation to ensure criminals 
stay in prison, not on the streets. 

3. Reforming prison systems to serve not merely 
as "holding areas", but as real disincentives 
for return. 

4. Reforming the criminal code to put more teeth into 
law enforcement and stop criminals from getting 
off scott free due to procedural technicalities. 

E. Restores Christian morality to an exalted place in 
public life. 

1. Puts God and Christian virtues on discipline, 
thrift, hard work and sacrifice back in our schools, breaks the 
hold of secular humanism, teaches creation, etG. Obviously, this 
begins with the return of voluntary prayer. 

2. Outlaws abortion on demand. 
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3. Restricts the production and distribution of 
pornography which is leading the nation to increased moral 
deterioration. 

·4. Puts a stop to the normalization of homosexuality 
through "Gay rights" laws. 

5. Stops the encroachment of the government par
ticularly the IRS upon churches, Christian Schools, and missions. 

II. How is this to be , accomplished? 

A. Through the electoral process. 

1. The Conn. Mutual Survey clearly demonstrates what we 
have suspected all along, i.e., that the majority of the people 
adhere to moral and conservative "principals" which are considered 
unfashionable by the nations ruling elite. 1980 was a major expres
sion of this · undercurrent. 

2. Many liberal Congressmen (usually 50 or so in 
each election) are elected by a relatively small margin of 15,000 
or less votes. A voter shift of 7,600 or less can defeat these 
incumbents. By distributing the incumbents voting record to 100,000 
Christians within the . incumbents district we can persuade enough 
Christians to change their voting pattern -to make the difference. 
This was done successfully in a number of races: Harris & Fisher 
of Virginia; Corman of Los Angeles; Culver of Iowa; Buchanan of 
Alabama; Fields (the challenger) in Texas; Brademas of Indiana, etc. 

The . conservative challenger will base his or her 
campaign on secular issues like inflation, big government and 
national defense. Secular conservative political action committees 
like Terry Dolan's NIC PAC will hammer away at the same issues. 

It is our job to go after an entirely different 
segment of the population - the Christian community which is primarily 
motivated on moral tssues. The challenger, his campaign staff and 
conservative PACs can be relied upon to garner the candidate 45 % of 
the vote. It is our responsibility to provide the victory margin by 
motivating Christians who don't vote or who blindly vote for the 
incumbent to change their vote because of the incumbents votes on 
prayer, abortion, pornography and homosexuality as well as issues 
like balancing the budget. (We use all these issues.) · I.e., the 
Northeastern Catholic labor union member may be more easily reached 
on abortion or sex education than on complex defense arguments or 
"republican economics" which are viewed as principally helping the 
wealthy. Likewise, the lifelong southern democrat may be more 
responsive to abortion, prayer in school, . gay rights, etc. than to 
traditional Republic political issues. · 



Christian Voice - Strategy and Objectives 
Page 3 

We must realize that there are literally millions of 
Christians who don't bother to vote. This group alone could sway 
any election. 

By using moral issues we can mobilize "new" votes 
to put the challenger over the top. The bo~tom l~ne is the election 
of men who will also take the right stand on free enterprise, national 
defense, etc. 

One reason our report cards are so effective, is that 
they are seen as a non-partisan, educational effort rather than as 
campaign propaganda. That is why we don't endorse the challenger. 
We can say the same thing as the challenger and have much greater 
credibility since the challenger's comments will be dismissed by many 
as self serving rhetoric. 

3. Funding - To do an effective job on distributing 
these voting records in 50 races would cost a minimum of $1,000,000. 
Financial donors are limited to a gift of $5,000 in each calendar 
year (each adult member of a family may give $5,000) and gifts are 
not tax deductible. 

A really sophisticated plan would call for us to 
run TV spots explaining the incumbents voting record and offering 
free copies to viewers. Such a program would cost a minimum of 
another $15,000 per district. 

We have the only Christian conservative Political 
Action · Committee organized on a national scope. Others may do it in 
a hit or miss fashion. But what is. needed is a broad overview, 
a nationally coordinated strategy, pooling of information and re
sources, etc. Also, we don't know of any other Christian PAC's who 
have any staff people who could be considered political . strategists. 

So, the point to be made to potential donors is very 
clear: do they want a Congress which will unleash their potential 
and protect them, or do they want to get nationalized or restricted 
out of business by a social democrat mentality . . If the answer i s 
positive, do they have the ability to see that we offer a very power
ful, very new and a very unique tool for accomplishing this goal? 

B. The second half of our strategy for realizing our objective, 
involves aggressive legislative action. It doesn't do any good to 
elect new Congressmen and then not hand· them an agenda, and keep 
the pressure ori. Otherwise, our opposition which is certainly well 
organized, will convince them that they are the pressure groups which 
must be satisfied if the membe_r is to be. re-elected . 
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And of course, we need to be lobbying crucial issues 
right now. Like Reagan's budget, national defense, abortion,· etc. , 
issues which can't wait until 1983! 

The key to lobbying Congress is to understand that the 
"swing vote" of moderates is entirely dependent upon what they 
perceive the mood in their district to be (which is usually apathetic). 
Most Congressmen, except for the most ardent conservatives and liberals 
(surely ~ot more than - 20% of Congress) have as their first priority 
getting re-elected. 

If such a Congressman gets 500, 1,000, or (Heaven forbid!) 
5,000 handwritten letters from his constituents he becomes extremely 
.cooperative. His rule of thumb is that for each person that writes 
there are another 10 - 100 who feel the same way. When you realize 
that this Congressman is probably getting elected by 5,000 - 25,000 
votes, you see his dilemma!! 

Now this is not news - far from it. The problem has 
been that no o·ne on our side has figured out how to do this on a 
national basis. It does no good for local groups to win over 2 or 

· 3 members - 50 must be won over within a relatively short time frame. 
There are in this country 60 million people who identify themselves 
as "born-again". That's about 100,000 for each Congressional district. 
We need to reach at least 10,000-20,000 of them to guarantee at least 
500 - 1,000 letters. 

How do we do that? Obviously, mass media is the answer. 
According to the National Religious Broadcasters, over 47 million 
people listen weekly to Christian programing. 

This media breaks down into several areas. 

1. Christian programs like the 700 Club which use 
secular stations to reach millions. We tested this concept when . 
we placed .Phil Crane on the 700 Club, to ask viewers to write Congress -
Walter Cronkite reported · (in a special segment on Christian Voice) 
that over 100,000 people responded. 

Now, of course, we ·could be coordinating many more 
guests of this nature on any number of programs, but we need several 
full time staff people to do it. 

2. Of more value to us (since we are not subject to 
the whims of scheduling, etc.) are the 1300 Christian radio and 
television . stations many of which are wi_lling to air our commentaries, 
actualities), etc. on a regular basis · free of charge. We also have 
approximately 100 secular radio stations which will give us a daily 
5 minute commentary free of charge! 
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To take advantage of all these station offers of 
free air time, will cost us in the neighborhood of $15,000 a month 
for production, distribution, staff, handling mail, reprinting scripts 
for distribution, etc. These stations alone might provide us with 
the necessary access to generate the required amount of mail to 
Congress. 

3. The most valuable of course, will. be our own daily 
radio an~ TV programs - bought and paid for on the stations of 
our choice (reaching the right Congressional district.) 

A further refinement of this concept would be our 
use of daily 60 second spots in every major media market. Each week 
would feature spots on a new subject. (The economy, defense, abor
tion, etc.) with a different authority figure (Senator, economist, 
General, pastor, etc. and stress what action the viewer can take. 
Spots would be tied to . current legislation in Congress. 

For the first time, we would have an ability to 
inform the population as to what the problem was and what they can 
do about it - right now! We know that millions agree with us, but 
they don't know what to do, when, or how! 

Of qourse, these spots could be pinpointed into the 
districts where a Congressman is sitting on the fence on an issue 
and this could be brought to the attention of constituents - which 
would be incredibly effective. 

The approximate costs of such an endeavor are 
listed in our "dream sheet" budget. 

Once again, no one else is committed to such a plan. 
I should point out that 60 second spots are going to reach millions 
more than would normally tune in to a 30 minute "religious show". 

' 
Obviously, our ability to educate the Christian .community on a 
daily basis would have a tremendous pay-off come election time. 
The people would know how their representative was voting. When 
the conservative challenger ma de statements on issues ... they would 
ring true - due to a year of our programming. This is what the 
liberal news media has done for years - to pre-condition voters. 
All of this cannot be undone 90 days before each election. It 
needs to start now! 

There are other ways to reach the Christian community in each Con
gressional district. One of these is to mail "action packages" 
to conservative clergy in each district and have them pass the 
information on to their congregation~ We have 40,000 such pastors 
or lay leaders on a roster, but lack the funds to reach them on a 
consistent basis. Just 5 or 10 small churches or one large one in 
each district could do the trick! 
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Another thing that could be done is to comput~rize every Christian 
in each district (from compiled lists) and send them a special 
letter every time there was a vital issue at stake. 

Basically then, this is the plan we have to "sell" regarding both 
legisla~ion and elections. Certainly we have enough of a track 
record, massive press exposure, an impressive Advisory Board, and 
very competent technicians all which suggests that we are capable 
of successfully executing such a comprehensive strategy. 
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November 1980 
The Christian Vad.ce M:>ral Government Fund 

I TI-IE CHRISI'JAN RIG-IT IN 1980: AN ELECTIOO PERSPECTIVE 

I. WE TURNED THE EVANGELICAL VOTE FOR REAGAN 

There are an.estimated 60-80 million evangelicals in America. Up to election 
day, t he media projected that we were failing to win them over to Reagan. (MJst 
supported Carter in 1976 or did not vote.) Final results among white evange
licals: 66 t voted for Reagan. 

00W DID WE DO IT? First, we were the only national independent Christian 
Political Action Corranittee to endorse or campaign for Reagan. We formed 
Christians for Reagan and embarked on a multi-faceted strategy. Our overview 
was to point out to the Christian Corranunity that: 
1. Ronald Reagan was also a Christian, and 
2. Jinmy Carter had betrayed the interests of the Christian Conmunity. 

We utilized a nunber of teclmiques, inch.ding: 
• Airing our special 30-minute TV/radio interview between our Honorary Chair

man George Oti s and Ronald Reagan (where Reagan gives a dynamic testimony 
o'f 'faith) over -200 times on Christian stations. 

• Mailed over 2,000,000 pamphlets comparing Ronald Reagan's stand to Jinrny 
Carter's to ministers and key lay people in crucial swing states. An addi
tional 200,00~ were hand-distributed in critical areas. Many pastors 
reported our infonnation in their church bulletins, etc. Over 50,000 special 
editions of tlie excellent newspapers, "Christian Inquirer," featuring four 
pages of strategy guidance from our Christians for Reagan ann ,:. were distri-
buted to conservative pastors. ·'. 

I 

• Worked with l(fcal Moral Majority, pro-lifers, and church groups in coordina-
ting their campaign efforts, and supplying them with material . 

• Place4 full-page ads for volunteers in Christian and conservative publicatio11? • 
• Perhaps our mo$t exciting effort was the use of our hard-hitting, 30-second 

1V s ts that caused Jimm Carter •Vice President M:>ndale Press Secreta 
owe , an · nunerous ot r · arter · a1 es to att at · us · y nruoo. (See attachnent 
#1). · The fact that the President himself attackedus demonstrates tnat 

we had a devastating impact. ABC network ran these spots twice nationally, .· . 
and other networks reported Carter's direct attacks on us. 

WHAT WAS OUR STRATEGY? Very simply, to break Carter's hold on southern evangel-
. icals _who vote for Carter from regional pride or Christian brotherhood, but who 
are very conservative on social and family issues. We concentrated these 
spots in crucial southern states that were considered "too close to call." 
Our spots tied Jinrny Carter to the Gay Rights movement which he, his family, 
and his aides had been courting for the last year, culminating in the Carter.: 
approved Gay Rights plank in the Democratic platfonn. We are indebted to 
Mike Thompson of Long Advertising in Florida, the brilliant creator of these 
spots. Mike fonnerly handl-ed all the redia specials for the American Conservative 
Union and Anita Bryant. 
We demonstrated that Carter cannot send his mother and son, Chip, to solicit gay 
s · r t around the nation ·ana ·then a · ·eaf ·to ·£mdamentalist ·:voters the next 
ay ·w1t ut · e1ng·caug t 1n·t o rious 1ncons1stency. 

_, 
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II. CCNGRESSICNAL VICT'ORIES: Out of our 36 "target" races, we were victorious in 
22, which was moch better than we expected. (See Voting Records, Attachnent #2) 

-~,;, ... ,,. WHA.T DID WE ACTUALLY 00? Were we really a factor in these races? Some high~ 
,~- • ¾; l~ghts: 

a. IOWA: The national media called the race between liberal incunbent Senator 
'Jom Culver and Congressman Charles Grassley a classic confrontation with 
the religious right. Newsweek predicted we could make the difference, 
Culver made Christian Voice and our "zero" rating of him a major issue. 

Indeed, Iowa was our ''paramount : ·effort." In Iowa, we maintained a full-time 
state coordinator, Leroy Corey, who 'limited the Iowa Conservative Union, 
M:>ral Majority, and various other state organizations behind our efforts. 
We dispatched four members of our national staff to Iowa for org~izational 

.. I.tallies and press :;conferences through the state. Our activities were 
the subject of intense local coverage as well as coverage by ABC network, 
CBS, and Japanese television. Over 600 conservative pastors received 
Culver·• s voting record for distribution. 

Final result: 200 volmteers distributed tabloids comparing Grassl~y•s 
voting record with Culver's on moral issues to 120,000 church goers Suriday 
morning before the election. Grassley, who had been behind in the polls, 
won by 100,000 votes. · 

b. IDAfD: In this race, pitting Congressman Steve Synms against liberal incun
bent Senator Frank Church, the Christian Voice Voting Record of both 
men (Symms 100%; Church 0%) agairi played a major role. Several Christian 
organizations made much of the fact that Synms had received a "Christian 
Statesman" award fran Christian Voice. · 

Our national field coordinator, Phil Sheldon, on location in Idaho, worked 
~ith M,ral Majority and GOP activists to insure Idaho's churches were 
covered with Senator Church's voting record the Smday before election. 
In addition, a series of ads (see attachment :·.#3) were rm in the state's 
major papers. Result: Frank Church lost. 

c. SOUTI-I DAKaI'A: George M::Govern finally couldn't hide his ultra-liberal voting 
record from the people back here. Part of the reason was that we ran a 
series of ads exposing his voting record in the state's leading newspapers 
(similar to the enclosed ads on Senator Chtll"ch). Additionally, we identified 

every conservative pastor in the state and conducted a special mailing 
which incluied a, copy of our ''Report Card" on M:Govern's voting record for 
them to pass on to t heir congregations. 

d. INDIANA: Liberal Senator Birch Bayh went flaming down to defeat claiming the 
"Christian Right" had done him in. Bayh was upset by our "zero" rating 
on his report card which was mailed to htmdreds of ministers throughout the 
state. Two o'f our national directors personally supervised our Indiana 
operation in distributing over 50,000 voting records to church members. · 

_2-
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e. NEW HAMPSHIRE! Our volunteers flooded the chur'ches of this state with 
Senator Durkin• 's _voting record, which, combined with our special state
~ide mailin~, telped retir e this liberal senator ~ 

f. ALABAMA: Democrat1c incunbent Senator Donald Steward loved t o tell the story 
(especially to the press) of how he was approached in his office in Wash
ington by a delegation of Alabama Christians who confronted him with hi s · 

. miniscule 23% !re on our vot i ng record, and demanded he "shape up." The 
Senator fairly hrew them out, accor<lirig to his story. The Christian 
Community in li fashion dismissed Senator Stewart during his own Demo
cratic pr.d.mary .after substantial publicity over his flunking the Christian 
Voice Voting Record. Christian conservative Jeremiah Denton is the new 
U.S. Senator from Alabama. 

I 

g. NEW YORK: Minht ens · ;and lay people worked hard for the defeat of liberal 
Senator Jacob Javits using our Christian Voice Report Card as a major 
weapon (Javits scored zero). Al D'Amato scored an upset victory. Supported 
by Christian Voice volunteers he went on to defeat by 1% liberal Congressman 
Holtzman. 

' Other Senate races• which we didn't target, but on which 'we had an impact, 
include: 

I 

h. NORTH CAROtINA~ where Democrat Robert M:>rgan, who openly attacked Christian 
Voice in the press, lost in a surprise upset to Christian conservative 
John East. Additionally, our low scores and publicity were contributing 
factors in the .defeats of Senator Nelson (Wisconsin), Stone (Florida), and 
Magnuson (Washington) . 

II. IDUSE-·SEK.rs:'" space does not allow ·n 't hie brief " ove:hriew to' detaii . the 
sixteen m :t •· iµ 'ilri:ch we · successfully defeated the incunbent; some by 
v_ery 'clo_se·:roargi1t5 .where our help was clearly critical. It was heart-
w1:+nning ,t_o. ·receive, reports from across the nation of ministers inclu:ling our . I 
voting ·.recbrd in tPeir Sunday bulletins and of volunteers distributing them 
through:>ut their . c\istricts • . At. t ,his -writing reports are still coming in • 

• ,. . ~- - - .... . •-4-• . ........ . .. ~ ·- - -- ... ' • .. ... ,. • • . - - · . 

SOME HIGHLIGHTS: 

• 

• 

• 
I 

! i 

John Brademas of Indiana: the third-ranking leader in the House (Majority Whip) 
was sol.IDdly defeat~d ·by a -27-year old conservative. We sent two field directors 
into tpis district to insure the distribution of 50,000 Report Cards on Brade
mas to church memb~rs. Additionally, conservative clergyren received a special 
information package and were urged to share it with their people . . 
Buchanan of Alab~: the liberal Republican defeated in this primary reportedly 
laid his defeat at the "M:>ral Majority forces usin~ the Chfistian Voice Congress
ional Voting Recor d to defeat me." We also made an exception 
to our usual non-endorsement pol i cy: we honored candidate Albert Lee Smith's 
request for a public endorsement. Smith defeated Bochanan . 

Fisher and Harris of Virginia: as forty of our voltmteers were covering every 
church in these two'· congressional districts (see attachment #4) , the Washington 
Post ran an editorial attacking our use of voting records in these two districts. 
Wewon both races ;. : and narrowly. Clearl y our eff orts made the difference ,t 

I 

l 
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F.ckhardt of Texas: perhaps one of our most successful campaigns • . Challenger 
Fields distributed 50,000 of our Report Cards on incunbent Eckhardt. Fields 
won. 

James Wtight of Texas: while we lost this race against too second most power
ful liimocrat in the House, too fact that we put Majority Le.ader ·Jim Wtight on 
the defensive is notable· in itself. The national press consistently wrote that 
Wright was nmning scared;, and t~t we, in concert with Rev. Jarnes ,Robison, 
had clearly put Wright on the defensive. 

I 

In Texas Wright issued a number of attacks against Christian Voice M:>ral Govern-. 
ment Fund. See attachment #6 as a sample of the press :generated by this 
campaign. 

\ 

• 

1 
I 
I 

__ Corman' of ,California:. until the last ~ys ~f this_ campai~, p.()lls and press 
1

1 

. showed Cannan taking too lead.· But quietly, working beh1n<1 t he scenes, - . , 

III. 

Christian volunteers enlisted ~6 pastors and rabbis, and a nunber of civic leaders 
· to help distribute our .vo~ing records at churches and synagogues. Election day 

saw Bobby Fiedler win an upset victory over Corman in this important San Fernando 
Valley district. · · 

MEDIA COVERAGE: during the. course of too campaign, our · "Congressional Report Card" 
received extensive coverage in •over 600 newspaper and magazine articles (see 
attachnent #7). ·Several dozen liberal members of Congress lashed back tmder
scoring the fact that they felt threatened. Many local papers reprinted the 
incunbent's entire Christian Voice Report Card! 

Our report card strategy was featured several times in U.S. News and World Report, 
Time, and Newsweek. NBC and ABC both featured our congressional strategy as well. 
~s 20/20, and CBS' s 60 · Minutes also d,id special features on our congressional -~ 
strateg~es. We were the subject of coverage by htmdreds of local 1V and radio 
newscasts and a regµlar. topic on talk shows coast to coast. We were, , in 1980 , 
a ."media phe1:1ome~on. 11 

·rv. FINANCES:· we launched our Christian Voice :t.bral Government Furrl)p)litical action 
committee in April 1980 and in just seven incredible ioonths, raised $500 ·,:000 
and recruited 20,000 new supporters. M:>re impor tantly, we recruited h1..D1dreds of 
volunteers, ' from full-time field coordinators to local pastors and layroon. Many 
reprinted te:ns of thousands of our Report Card at too ir own expense. If we 
had to pay for what they provided it would have run into millions of dollars. 
We also received smreDal million dollars worth of free publicity, incluling the 
national .airing of our anti-Carter commercials. $500,000 has never acconplished 
so much! :Of course, the obvious is · that witb:>ut God's guidance each step of the 
way none of this would have been possible. We give Him all tm credit. 

V. · THE FUTURE: the next two years may be the most difficult this country has faced 
since World War II • . Resistance to President Reagan's economic belt-tightenlng 
and increased defense spending will be assured. The liberal media will fight . 
him every step of the way; .too entrenched bureaucracy will resist with all their 
might; the 1..D1iversit ies and intellectual elitists will join with radicals for 
massive demonstrations and riots over any potential issue: the draft, military 
involvement, high tmemployroont, etc._ Almost certainly President Reagan's anti
inflation .and military preparedness programs will be 1..D1popular with many people. 

-4-
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Congress will come under tremendous pressure to resist Reagan's reforms as 
too costly (memployment, etc.,) in tre short term. His corrmitment to returning ·· 
our nation to high moral standards will be fought at every turn. 

We must have one massive nation-wide Chris.tian Voice that will support the 
President and the Congress with millions of letters and provide a clear comter
weight to the liberal forces which will attempt to rally tre nation against 
the new administration. 

We will continue to maintain tre nation's largest Christian conservative lobby 
staff led by Gary Jarmin (five years chief lobbyist for the American Conservative 
Union) and Bill Chasey, Ph.D., former vice president of the Religious Round
Table . Key issues in 1981 will include: 

• Prayer in Schools 
• Sex and violence on 'IV 
• IRS vs . Christian Schools 
• National defense 
• Gay Rights laws 
• ·· Tougher crackdown on pornography 
• Abortioh 
• Cutting back on goverruoont spending and waste 

Of course,we will begin planning for the 1982 elections by the fall .of 1981. With 
the roodia whipping up emotions against the Reagan Administration and with the 
Left now onganizing to copy our 1980 tactics, a nunber of our newly:-won seats 
may be in danger. We will concentrate in 1982 on holdin our seats in Con ess 
as well as targeting 1 era · 1.ncun ents or · e eat. 

VI. A \\ORD OF CAUfIOO: in our victory we must be humble. We must be lov:ing:xlif the 
defeated. We nrust be supportive of ·our new leaders. ~ media is intent on 
portraying us as Khomeini-style zealots to encourage a "back.Llash" against us. 
Unfortunately, a few representatives from the ''Ne~ Right" org~izations have 
played into the liberals' hands. It is crucial to our suce:ess in unifying tre 
Christian Community that we do not "glory" in the limelight of su:cess or swagger 
about claiming that ''we did it all." It is especially important that we be 
magnanimous in victory, not inmediately threatening recrimination against anyone 
who is not in total agreement with us. If we lose a Christ-like spirit, we will 
lose tre battle. 

AS A FINAL NOTE, TI-IE MEDIA AND LIBERAL roLITICIANS HAVE TRIED TO INFER THAT OUR 
VOTING RECORDS WERE ''l,ORAL JlJDG1ENTS" OF INDIVIDUAL MEN, OR ATIF.MPI'ED TO JUDGE 
OFFICE HQ)Ll)ERS" "0-IlUSTIANI'IY" OR RELATIOOSHIP WITH QIRIST. NOTHING COULD BE 
FURIBER FRCJ.1 TI-lE TRUTH. : . 

Attachnents: 

CVD/jps 

#1: Carter fights ..• 
#2: Congressional Report Card 
#3: Ad 
#4: Morality p;roups ... 
#5: Pro-Reagan group targets ••. 
#6: Wright apology 
#7a-b Collages 
#8a-g Press ~tatements 



.- President .-Bottf es 

{ Fcit,gue in Make 
E • • . 

~;O_r Bre·ok-Effort 
•, . . 

By Pat Griffith 
. · Ben.14 W~ Bar~aa 

• I 

· HOUSTOr,l, ·Texas ·- Battling f••·_; 
~gue, the calen~ar, •nd. eloomy post-). 
debJt.e poll,, President Carter , tumped : 
across the South Friday 1n a make or -' 
·break effort to -hold onto the "home . 
turf" states he won overwhelmingly in '.· 
'1976. · 
. The fact that Carter is devoting two 
: full days in the final hours of the presi- . 
dential ' campaign to defend his south
ern base is indication in itself that not 
everything is going well for the presi
dent three days before the election. 

. New concern was evident in the Car-
: ter camp Friday w~en · a White House J 
aide let it be known that a fresh poll , 

· shows Carter has stopped gaining voter 
sup.port since the· nationally televised 
deba te with Republican presidential. 
candidate Ronald Reagan. . . 

The White House official said the 
latest poll by Pat . Caddell shows ·11a 
pause _in. the momentum" for the : 
president. . · ' 

, Wh.ile refusing to give details; he said 
the polls show Ronald Reagan appar-' 
ently got "a little help out of. the de-
. bate, at least ·in the short term. He' 
'came across as appearing much-more 
:credible than his statements actually , 
were-as we're all now dlscoverin11:. ". .. , 

Caddell 's findings apparently con• 
,finn results of other poll_a conducted in 
the past three days slnce·the showdown 
debate -in. Cleveland. According to sev

. era! voter surveys,. the majority of per-
sons who watched the debate felt Rea
gan was the clear-cut "winner.''. 

More Bad News 
Further unwelcome polling news 

greeted the Carter campaign in Friday 
morning's new,paper in Columbia, S.C. 

Thls was a poll on black .vo ter 
strength across the country which · 
spowed that f8 percent of the .blacks 
upon whom Carter is counting so heavi
ly have either not registered ~o vote or 

· ~ay they do not plan ~ vote. ' · 
· According to Data Black, a New 

York polling firm ,. 19 percent of the 
blocks who have registered have not 
yet decided for whom they wlll vote. 

Saturday, Nov: 1, 1980. filonlrrru l}r1.1i11!,t .. lu l~rrulll . 

· about 15,000, including hundreds of chll- cates . acceptance of . homosexuality,: 
dren excused from school for the occa- Ronald Reagaz:i ~~ for the tradltlon~ 
sion, was considered an encouraging al American family •. ". : : · : · . · •. :.'··j 
· sign by Jay Hakes, Florida state coor• ,The ·second featu.res'·an ,.older· womllj 
· diniltor for the Carter campaign. who says th~t '-'~a a· Cbr~Uan mother:j 

Although recent polls in the state want my children. ~ be able to pray in· 
have shown the president trailing Rea- school. I don't want .them being taught! 
gan in the battle for Flofida's 17 ·elec- that abortion and tiomosexuaUty arel 
tQral votes, Hakes sald be feels the · perfectly all right .. I was sorry to learnl 
state is "dead even. " that Presidept Carter dis.agr~ with 

· From' F1orlda, the Carter cam?illgn me on all these l.ssu~." · · :··; 
rnoved on to MemphJs, Tenn., for· ret She then goea qn to aay that 11 a1 
another town meetl.ng. . "Christian mo~er" ~h• has .no choice. 
: Here Carter unleashed a strong atf, bu~ to vote for Ronald Reagan for; 
tack· on · Christian Voice, a right-wing' pres/dent. .. · . .• · : ! 
fundamentalist organization headquar- : · _Carter . said he was par~lc1,1larly. 
tered .in Paci!lc Grove, for television pleased to address _the aubject o{ funda-: 

· commercials it has started to ·run this ·. mentalist attacks on-him In Memphis, a 
week which suggest that Carter caters/' strong' evange_lical community and the, 
to homosexuals and which questions his ) headqu~rs of · the Southern Baptbt! 
Christian faith. · · Convention. ... . . . : 

· wb n Carter· Regardless of the commefcials, :Car:-\ 
The subJect came up e ter campaign 1offlcials in Tennessee sayl 

was asked by a woman in the audience ·· . · . . , 
how he was reacting to attacks on his .the preSident is leading ~ that state_ 

nal Ch · ti bellefs and they predict ~e wiU win by a seven-
perso ns an . · . to 10 polnt ~rgtn on-Tu~day, . · .; 

The president recount~·his religious The presldent's.'final stop of the dayi 
upbringi,ng- "from the · .time I was ' was Houston; .where the ·most entnu.' 
three years old I never missed Sunday slastic crowd · of the day overflowed 
school":-and said that lt)was ·not until Mlller Outdoor Theater. Fo.r the flrstl . 
the present campaign that anyone ·bils time on this campaign trip, the pres i~ · .. t 
ever "questioned my. commitment to · dent was engulfed with shouts of "four · 
God." . . more years! Four more years! '. '. • ; 

'Vlclou, Adt' . · Beaming broadly ; he shoutedJ 
. The president said he had heard of, } "You've got it!" . .. · .' 

) 

but not seen, · "vicious. teleyision ads . The president will spend. all day oo~ 
questioning my religious faith ," He storming across Texas today, stiU an~ 

' brought the crowd to Its feet wltli a other state in which .polls say the el.ec-· 
_standing ovation when he declared "In tion _Is up for grabs. . . · · ··: 
our country we ought to be able to sepa- , . · , · · . o O O · ·:. 
rate church and state." · - . 1. .. . ·, •• · . · •... .. • ·-·L 

The televisi-On comniercl!}ls to which 
Carter refers · are being broadcast 
through the South 41 nd In southern Ohio. 

One shows a parade of "m!litant ho
mosexuals . · . . flaunting tbel'r lifestyle 
in San' Francisco." An announcer's 
voice continues with the statement: 
. ''And now the m11rcb bas reached 

Washington and President Carter's 
platform ·carries h.is pledge to cater to 
homosexuals ' demands. Carter adyo-
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FRANK . . PROTfCT~NG C~!~~STi~N·SC~@@lS . :': · .'· \ ... : •·:/ : '} .. ·;· . . 
~~¥:g~ Amendment to .pr9hibif.-lnterrial ·Revenue Service· from formulating . . : ·. · .' .. : 

or implementing any .new regulation that .would cause. loss .. of . .. , · . · 
tax exemption.for .Christian Schools.- . · · ... · . · · . · · ... 

. · .. FR.ANK CHURCH VOTED AGAINST PROTECTION FOR CHRISTIJ\N SCHOOLS! . . . ~ .· ··:' 

~~t~~H · . PA~HJTAL PrnM!S$!m~ mtsan~ucArm~t , . ·. , 
VOTED · , Amendment requ iring publ ic elementary schools · rece.ivi ng fede·ra1 .:.. · :-_· · · .. · 

I I
.. · .. 

1

., f ~pds ·to. obtain· _parental permission bet ore provi~ i ng .sex , ecj.uca-·. .. . . · .. : . · 
. NO·. X, . t1on to st1,1.dents . . ,. •. . · · · .. .. · ·.. · · ... · : . . . •.· .: 
YES . ·., ; .FRANl(CHU.RC.HVCfrE.DAGAINSTPARENT'SRIGHTS! · .. ' . . · .-. :·.•; •·.: ..... ·.·: . •.· . .- : ,· 

·FRANK , .. nnn~ · RrnM tf\UT."tr?iff'r.u-.· .;,,' · · · · · ... ·::_ · .. -: :. 
CHURCH··· H2))UU\ HJl~: ~Y [D')fr'lu ~t~ . .. . . . . ··:,·.· :· . ·· ·t 

I J ' ' ' • I 1 ' I o t, 

. VOTED_ · · Schweil<er. motion ··.to extend .prohib itions .ori spending .'o,f ta·x '601~· ·. · · .· · ·/; 

' ',~ ~s I X . r. '~::~~ ~~:udR~~o;~~En~ AGAINST u M ITIN ~- A ~O~Ti ilN SPEim IN m: . : ' ·. : ' ' ·.. • ( -: 
I • 

. ···.· .. : DOES FRANK· CHURCH REP.AESENJ vou ON THESE° .. ._: ·. ·: . . :. : '. . 
. ·. _:.· .. .... . , .CRITIC!\L r~~o~ttL ·;ssUES? ... · .. ' . . : : ; 

: • 

1

, ·cHRISTIANSJUH!E A A!GNT lUJD A DUlfV·To BE !·H:lUUJ(·\ ,· :-.. 
, __ ·. · : .. .- . . ·, .. WEHAVE 18E~N.S!l[:N"f:JOD.,LDiJG! . . · .. · > ... ;. . : 1 

--l--~·, RANK mmmlliiJES~iw~s ~tRS '.'. . : : ·· · .· ----c---.: -- -

. .. . ' 
·· , 

. ,· Bu.r ~~~--f ~ij~l ·Wf]lf~§~ i ._: ·_ .'. _> ·:·· .. .- .,·\ 
. . ... . 

. :· .: I , _ ..... . ... ·.: · .. . ·RETl~[ r~t~r~~ -c~,~~~~~1 .. . 
. . FROM REPR[SENT~N~ ···vijU ~~ T~1t ·M~~~YE~ ~lt\T[S .S[~~ftTE! ! 

... · .. :·.•._.-. •,:_: .. F.OR:··M;oj{E I_NFO.RMATION W·RITE .· ~ ··., ··· . . · 

· . :· · .= · . · .: ·. - · • . • ·Christian ,i'oice .Moral Government Fund . 
· .. · _ ·· ·· ;. ·-. · . . 418 -·' 'CJ' Street ft· t: · . . ·. 

.. . 
.. . .. 

Carriage Mouse · 
·. _.. Washington, ·n.c. 20002 ... . . 

\. 

I • • • 

. This is a paid polit ical advert isement. not sponsored by ·~ny cand idate or c·andldate's committee 
· . : Gary Jarmin-Treasurer . 

. ... 

. . .. 
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_ Morality: 
· · G~oup Fights 

Rep. Fisher 
By Ed Druske 

WMlllnt11411 Posl swr WrH•r · 

Hundroda of Arlingtoniana · 
emerged from church scrvires· 
last Sunday to find· their cars 
gruced wit;h a religious message. 
The .message: Get Hep. Je&ph 
L. Fis}ler out of Congress.· . · 

· Contained in fliers wedged 
under windshield wipers at five 
10th District chl,IJ'cbcs in Ar
lington, it was II dcnunciati6n · ' 
of tho t.hroo-term Domocratic 
incumbcnL The "Congressionnl 

· Roport Card" was clistributoo j 
by _volun~ for The fhristinn .: : 

.Y._01~, a na'Gona aill- : 
prodauned momlity watchdqr l 
~tion and right-wing po- t 
li~Cltl group ~tis campaigning . ! 
~ Y<:41' agLUilSt 45 oongres- : 
s1ona1 r.ncumbcnt.a nationwide. · i 

The group, which claims · 
about two cJ.ozen 001'\Slll'Vative · . · 
oongresemon among its 100,000 · 

1 

membel'll, has ch~n Fiiilier · 
and 8th District DomocraLic in-, 
cwnbcnt Horbert E.·. Harris as · 
two Washington-area · roncii
d.atl:s worthy of dclcat.' . · 

Campaign ·aides enid they 
were unaware of an.y nnti-Harria 
lenfleling by the group. . 
" The literature, proclaiming• . 

. · We cannot. . .rely on ungodly •· 
Sec VOICE, B4, Col.1 · , · '. 

i_~J~ight-Wing Morali,ty,Gr~~ 
.:; Asks Voters t~ Def eat Fisher 
···~ : .. , VOICE, From Bl · . compru!Sion for children, coml)A':iSii 
. '.· ;: • .rri~ri' and women to preserve this ~- for the Wlemployed," 11aid Fi.she, 
·: · ·;:, ti.on!," contuined no mention oC Fisher's apokeawoman, Jean McDonal.d. "As ! 
, ~-~i ;oppo~ent, 41 •year-old Viennu lawyer- ns we're concerned, Joe Jdoof pret 
. ,, . .' ., lobbyist Fronk Wolf. Wolf campaign well on those.'' 
,,;;r t~clno!or GkUB Hu

1 
ld>cl ':;8idfthohcho.llcnger. · While the leafleting loft Fisher aid 

, ""' , no . now e ge o t o organi- · ahrugi:ing their shoulders, it disturl> 
·s .. i• :, ·:wtion's leafleting 'activities.' But a some p~chers and parishioners o.li l 
.,. sP9kesrnan for the Califomui'-based "( don't ~ree with thAt kind of b'. 
,:/;· grqup's political rum in WashinITTOll tantly politicn.l approach by n SU 

.' .. : .•'wl~ 'I'he Christinn Voice had spoken pooc<lly Christian organization " 11t 

:;:~ :· ,~{fh Wolf org~i.zcrs ns recently as two the Rev. Bill Hoffmnn of Arli~gto 
·.•;~, ~on~ ogo .t? ~ure ~ of 0e can- Church o_f ~he Covcnn.nl "!'hey call 

d1date s poo1t1ons. · · • · 'The Chnstum Voice' which l find 1 

·•.h . '.'.hl oll _Cl.l,.';CS, ~·re in s~ppoJt of ~ho_ r°'!unt and presumptuous." 
,.,

1
; c~cnge~ . 9r wo :o~dn t be .putLi~··, Some of the chur~h lenders were d 

out. the ht:croturo, said Croy Jnnnin,· ·, pleo.se<l that the thingu were ju.~t I 
.f ,; nu}i~nril director of the group's Moral on there and left," a.aid Richard Yins. 
: ~''.'qovenuncnt ~'und. '1'ho last thing scminorinn ot Calvnry .Met.hoc 
.'·,:;; _;~i.?\o going Lo do_ is ~~ our ·volunteers Church. wsut rru.my J1C1.iP4i ju.1t ki 
.• ·•·f !J) _f.V out and .d1stnbut.o U1e.ae things ·of laughed it off." · ·. ·. 
j',,;: .if ,the chn.llcnger i.~ going to be just M 
. · .·bad as the incumbent" :· · · · · .• . · · 

'.~-r;,i:: dnrulofthe"moral"~ues or.which· ,-Reward Set.for Data 
• · •. ;i;;ilC Christian Voice Mil given Fisher · O . · · , 
·i~i~'.rlf)d' Harris foiling gradca, among them n Daniagc to Caves· 
1
,,/ l1omooo~uality, prayer i;O publi~ schools, ' 

;.;i ,;.·.,~·ciccmpt stotWl for porochial schools, ·: RICHMOND, Oct. :io· (UPI) _ T 
· j .. , . abortiorl, busing . and sel education, Virginia Cave Col'\.'lervlll'lcy yest.er 

,.,..,,WoJf. and _his 8th -District ~terpart offered a $•i00 reward for informnti 
,
1 
•. , ~tap Pnrrl!l passed with flying colors, on perso~ damaging CllVC:S in tho stii 

'. -\~··Jnrmin said. Huhal acknowk'<.lgcd John Wi18C.in, prc:si<lcnt of tho ne, 
::.',,,,.'tv~~u•s _J)Ollitions ~rree with. thooe of formed con.servw1cy, ~id tho rcw: 
.'~

1 
•• 

11
the~group in each cq.se: · .. :· . , is the result of the cavm' concern o 

.; • · .. . wNo wou:ld think Christian issues the conlinucd vundruism and poUut 
.;'I 'would involve compassion for the poor, of Vi~inia cav~. 
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Pro-Reagan · Group Targets \ 
Sunday Worshippers 

( ·· 

. l3y Jlm Cittelll 
WnblD(l9D-Sl•r R•l'flJIII l!dltor 

Tomorrow morning . thousands of . 
worstllpp.ers lit fun~amentallsr 
cbllr~hes In the Washipgton arc:a 
will receive ntcr, frow a gro~v 
cull<:d Christians for Repg~n. · 

Those who live io Northern Vlr-· 
glnto will recelvo a11 extra piece of 
literature-a :icorecord giving their • 
congressman, H~rb Harris ln the 8th 
District and Jqseph Fisher lo the 
10th, falling grades in Christian mo- . 
rnUty for tll1;ir votes io the 96th 
Congress. . . . 

Those scorecards 11nd similar on~ 
being cUstrlbuted in about 45 other 
con&res~ionlll r11ce, ocros:i the coun
try are based on votes such ns sup- -· 
port for fcdernl abortion . f\lod ing . 
and opposition to a balanced budgot 
or establishing clplomntic relations 
wtth tile Peoples Republl~ of Cll!na. 

• - Christl'1ns for · Reagon Is an off-· 
st\oot of Cnr!stton Voice, one of sev-

1 

era! new ultr~eonservntl ve 
Cnrlstlon lobbies which hove them-

1 selves become all · lssut ln the 1960 
l._election3, · · 

The controver:sy' over ther;c . 
groups c11n be i;een, in this. week'~ ; 
battle ot teJovt,lot1 comlllerclnls. · 

~.l!_rlsllan.,,YQ~ft bought time for . 
JO-scco11diids on stations in Clncln· 
nutl ond several :kcr So11thcrn cities 
accusing Corter o cidvocating ho
mosexual lifestyles. Spokcs1n11n for 
Carter have attacked the ads os di· 
visive, misleading and II mtsrepre-
scntotion of Carter's position. . 

The Rev. Robert Maddox, Dirter's 
White House liaison with church 
groups. sold Corter doe, not support 
n horooscx:ual lifestyle, but believes 
people should not be d!scrlmlnoted 
a g .i i n s t b-e c ti u , e t h e y u r e 
homosexuals. 

Tbe Carter-Mondale campaign de• 
voted one of ltll own commorclals 
to ntwcking tbe Morol Mn.jorHY, U) 
organlzntlon led by the Rev. Jerry 
F11lwcll. an influent111l television 
and .rodlo evaugcllst. · · 

Out Moral Majority fil&d a libel · 
suit against the Certor•Moodale cc • 
pnlgn, chnrglng that the 11d.-whlcll 
had already been pulled off the air · 
~ "caused numerous llstct1ers to 
portolve 11 thinly V1;iled comparison 
b_utween Moral Majority and Na, 
'Zl:Jm .• . 

Yet another set of .~ommercfels,. 
sponeortd by People for tho 
Amalcau Way, ~-group beoded by 
television producer Norman Lear, 
features born-again Cllristi:alli op. 
posin g tile notion that there 1s only 
one "Chri~tian ~ way to vote. 

Efforts by Lear's group ..... which 
boasts n hci!!t of prestiglou, religious 
lemJera on Its advisory hoard - and 
criticism by groups such a3 the No• 
tional Council of Churches, the Bap
tist Joint Committee on· Publle 
,\!fairs and the Lutheran Council 
in ·the 9.s.A. - se:nn to have put 
the new Christian lobbi11s on the 
defensive. 

The mainline religious groups, 
which.- for tho most p11rt diasgree 

. with the so-<:alled "New Chrlstilln 
· Right" on tho issues, hnve not ques
tiontd the consarvntivlls' right to 
become involved politically. 

But they huve said they do not 
. have the right to claim that theirs 

is the only position acceptoble for 
Christian:;. 

Reagan hu wooed the Christian 
Rlgnt In an effort to undercut Cart• 
er's support among southern cvan• 
gel!cals, but polls indicate It is not 
yet clear whether this strategy will 
succeed. 

fh .. , '101) 404 •GOOOCl.,11100, , 
C•c"la UQr, ut ◄ • )O(i() 

monznm:wnrr:r:=n= ZNDna&Wlllc 



Christian Voice

To Rate House's 

Vote· o,n Budget' 
Herald W8111iqtoa Bueaa 

WASHINGTON - Christian Voict a 
prominent New Right lobby represent
ing some evangelical and fundamen
talist Christians, intends to include the 
upcoming House vote on the Reagan 
budget proposal in its annual "moral 
rating" report card on members ·of 
Congress. ·· 

Dr. Robert Grant, chairman of Chris
tian Voice, said the organization will 
probably use the vote on the adminis
tration-supported compromise budget 
plan, sponsored by Rep. Delbert Latta, 
R-Ohio, as the test vote. · 

He said this marks the first time the 
organization has announced in advance 
what vote it wlll include in its ratings. 
This vote was selected, he said, be
cause the president's budget cuts 
"mark a dramatic reversal in the im
moral policies of fiscal irresonn.,H·'"' 
practiced bv thn L - • 



Scho~I Prayer 
Backers Think 
They_ Can Win 

' . 
Washington ' 

Claiming a majority in the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, sup
porters of prayer in the public 
schools said yesterday they believe 
they can pass pro-prayer legislation 

;
1 

during the current session of Con
)] gress. 

!S "N e\·er · before has the pro
e school prayer movement been as 
is well organized or as influential as it 
!: is today," -s.aid 9ary Jarmin, a 

h Je~der of_the religious lobby gr9up 
c Christian Voice. 

OU . · 
h · Jarmin announced formation 

ic or the new Project Prayer coalition 
iot of about 5() politically and religious
us ly conservative groups pushing for 

passage of legislation sponsored by 
11:l Senator Jesse Helms, R-N.C., and 
P Representative Philip Crane, R-111. 

td, , . . 
t< · The legislation would ·remove 

school prayer issues from the jurls
in t diction of federal courts - includ
)rt 1 ing the Supreme Court, which has· 
den1 ha.Med classroom . prayers - and 
ligio open the way for states to write 
nd c new laws reinstituting prayers. 

Virtually identical legislation· 
passed the Senate in 1979 but was 
bottled up in the ·House Judiciary 
Committee. An effort by Crane to 
bring the issue to the floor of the 
House failed by a narro~ margin. 

Representatives of niosi orga
nized religious bodies bad testified 
against the proposal In hearings. 

\'. ) 

~iUWill said he believes passage 
or the pro~ed legislation depends 
on getting around the Judiciary 
ComQlltlee this session of Congress. 
Crane · already has filed . a special 
petition to move the proposal to the 
House floor without passage by the 
committee, and ifi collecting slgna• 
tures. ·· 

~ rontt 
Favoring or leaning toward ✓-w h. ,gt 

support: Robert Byrd, D-W.Va.; as In on D 
John East, R-N.C.; Dennis DeConci- · 
nl, D-Ariz.; Jeremiah Denton, R- BIBLICAL BACKING - Does 
Ala.; Robert Dole, R-Kan.; Charles Reagan 's econoll_lic plan?.fhristiru 
Grassley, R-lowa· Orrin Hatch R· group representing evangelicali1 
Utah; _ Howell H~llin, D-Ala.; Paul Christians, t~inks so. .:}-q_ 
Laxalt, R-Nev., arid Strom Thur- The lobbyists have pronounc 
mond, R-S.C. votes on Reagan's budget proposali 

they intend to make voters awart 
Opposed: Max Baucus, D- moral track records. 

Mont.; Edward Kennedy, D-Mass., "The President's budget cuts 
and Howard Metzenbaum, 0-0hlo. reversal in the immoral policies 

Undecided . . or position un- sibility practiced by the federal g, 
. past several decades," said r 

k_nown: Joseph Btden, D-Del.; Pat- Christian Voice chairman. 
rick _L,eahy, D-Vt.; Charles McC -The Bible promotes a balanced 
Mathias, R-Md.; ·Arlen Specter, R- believes. 
Pa., and Alan Simpson, R-Wyo. "When government irresponsib 

: ,. :,.J ; ' , ,, , h,i; .. ;.; ;.;,,.. it t~kes in, it violates every Bib Ii, 
stewardship and living within one ' 

. . , i II 

-The Nation · ., . 11,,, . 

; Alabama congressmen are ·:1f ~ehng 
th eh eat from_ ~chool praye~:t1i~sue 

• I : BY TOM SCARRITr -z.....- ed to Congress :_that Chris ·ans 1:. have enor 
· . · News Washington eorrespondent clout," Jarmin said. "We' are ali 'growing fo: 

WASHINGTON - Politically active conserv- politics." , . . ; · · . i . : ' 1 l[ . 
at ive.Christians are flexing their muscle over the The yhns t1an lobbVJsts als~ e\Donstrate-
issue. of prayer in the schools, and Congress is are w1llmg to pl_ay hard,bal1 .. Th~y called 
fee ling the pressure. co_ngresstanal ~£flee to 'see ._wh~\e the me 
Already,more than 130 r ~"'n~ nf the House of ~ta,nd , and the _resultswere pnnted1Jn Moral . 

Representatives-: includ Clas 1tv s 275 ,00 0-circulatwn ni~sJettet: , , . . _ 
ill t, 
ral c 
!Se V 
g the 

h ~ v P ~iP'ned a petit!on to sroom ·prayers ba k ~~ .. mo~p nnd 
____________ _,: )n ti !aim . '. . . c _ers ~ 

Analysis ,;-0~ ;_,~-essronol~upport 
------------------_ WASHINGTON (UPI)_ Claim · 

R R • maJo ·t · mg a bill in th1·s C ep. obert Kastenme1er, D-Wis., a supporter of the . n Y m the Senate Judiciary Com- v· ongress,"~said 

t 
::: 

P:ayer ban, has kept the proposal bottled up for 18 month< . m1ttee, supparters of prayer in the public the ii~::~ i~d:;;~cil tlegi"sfation ~assed >t_-- ....... ~· ditla-ry--&ubeGmmittee Seit I~ . ..,e House Jud· . u was bottled up in 
lr1ln1·sgt . This spring, conservatives began a push to secure . o-o ~a iciary Committee A f 

t Y Crane to bring th . : n e fort 
S1gna ures needed to pry the bill from Kastenmeier' ,,,~r.__'iiteffio~u~se~wifll~a~· ~e~i~ss~u~e~lo~lh~eJf41o~oLr 2cori.__l 
So far, Crane has about 175 backers. '.1_ · J 1/ · discharg · >use 

and 
en's 

tatic 
pon
~ the 
~ant, 

I, he 

than 
good 

vhich 
eport 
.illion 
e the 

' ·. . Y a narrow marain. e petition failed 
"Dozens of members of the House who thus fa B _, l R ,,. 

d r d at t T epresentalives of mo . ec me . t? sign (th~ p~tition) report increasing p e es ts •ligious bodies had lestifie~t aogrgan1zed 
from rehg10us organizations closely associated with •oposaJ in hearings. . amst the 
called 'new right,"' said Stan Hastey of the Bapti: · · J · 
Committee on Public Affairs. N · arnun sai_d he believes passage of 

A h C 1 • opased legislation depends on a s· _llhe 
st epre_ssurebuilt,opponentsoftheprayerlegisl ew oa It. ;charge effort during th ' - 1m1 ar 

led by Jewish groups, mainline Protestant denom ' . Ion IS session of 
and the S th B t· t c ngress . Crane already has n 

. ou ern ap 1s onvention - finally t charge petition and is colJenti·n1 ed_ a 
organize. By DAVID E. ANDERSON ures. ' g s1g. 
- Kastenmeier also announced the subcommittee 
hearings on the issue late this month. Observers 
move will relieve some pressure on congressmen , 
not yet signed the discharge petition, and prob; 

. others to take their names off the petition. . . 
· . Groups supporting the prayer ban have outli 
po~it!on in a series of news conferences, staterr 
bnefmgs for congressional aides. 

•• ' · - -· . t -~l.+,no llu MM<>rv:ifiVP. relil!iOUS gr 

WASHINGTON (UPI)'..,_ Th . . . . fembers of the new coalition .. 
put prayer back in public scho~l~~~r::s1~gly bitter battle to ~ady ,';failing millions of letters lo u:;: 
of the power of a new alliance of a~mg up as a key test sage of the proposed legislation 
and political conservat1·ves theological fundamentalists concentrate on the disnhar"u P , .,and 

If th . m· .d ' ,., e 1 10n 
e movement succeed ·t . ' m sa1 . , . 

the new coalition and could~•~ would s1~nal the strength of ro1ect Prayer's survey of the Se 
other "moral" issues incl / uence ~eg1slators on a host of :ciary Committee showed JO m ~ate 
and the Equal Rights Ame udmg abortion, homosexual rights >otential supporters, three oem ~~s 

"~'-~., --.... _ '- n ment. five undecided PPos( d 
··•··-· •··- -•···- , ... ,., or not responding. ------ --·LL __ ---- A 
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Dear Morcon: 
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1 reaa your e1eccion 
and want you to know 
1,000 percent! 

perspective with great interest 
that I agree with your perspective 

While there may be exceptions to the rule, I am in 
complete agreement that the major factor in winning 
elections is the degree to which one side out organizes 
and mobilizes its grass-roots constituency over the 
other. That, of course, is precisely what CV is all 
about. 

In fact, I think the two recent special elections in 
Ohio and Mississippi help greatly to underscore your 
analysis. In both elections the candidates won or 
lost by extremely narrow margines. What was different 
from 1980, however, is that Christian groups were 
not active in either of these contests. Part of the 
reason that CV did not participate is because of 
assurances from NRCC officials that both elections 
were expected to be a "cake walk" and that our (Christian) 
involvement wasn't greatly needed. Obviously, they 
were wrong and so were we for taking their advice. 

On the other hand, when Christian and New Right 
groups were active in the Siljander race, we were 
able to beat the "establishments" chosen candidate 
and win the final election by a more comfortable 
margin. 

Unfortunately, there appear to be quite a few people 
in the RNC, NRCC and White House who think we New 
Right "kooks" are unimportant. Hopefully, these 
recent elections will make them realize that we can 
mobilize campaign workers and activists that they 
cannot compensate for by simply outspending an opponent 
four -to-one. 

Thanks again for taking the time to meet with me 
recently and don't hesitate to call if we can be of 
any assistance. 

GLJ/jf 

~~hes, 

~ L. JA 
Legislative irector 
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(408 1 J IS -'7 

TO: Steve Markman, Bill Barr, Dick Dingman, et.al. 

FROM: Gary Jarmin 

RE: New Language for Constitutional An1endment 

Now that hearings in the Senate will be held in the 
near future on the President's Constitutional amendment 
on school prayer, several compromise language drafts are 
being circulated to overcome certain objections to the 
current Amendment and to gain the necessary two-thirds 
support for passage. I propose yet another. I believe 
this language overcomes the most serious objections 
raised by opponents while still achieving the goal of 
restoring prayer in th~ classroom. I am not a lawyer, 
therefore, changes may be required and the input of ex
perts far more knowledgeable than I to "fine tune" this 
proposed language. 

The three basic problems -and concerns I believe -
this language remedies are as follows: · 

1. The most serious and strongest argument against the 
President's amendment is that it would allow for class
room recitation of sectarian prayers and thus offend 
members of minority religions. Jewish parents, for ex
ample, may w~sh to have their child recite a prayer but 
would be offended if the prayer was the Lord's Prayer or 
concluded with "in Jesus' name Amen". I believe this 
problem can be solved if we state that only "interfaith" 
prayer is <Constitutional. The word "interfaith" could 
be sup planted with "nondenominational" or "nonsectarian" 
or any other word which best accomplishes the goal. 
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. ) s t r on~ 1 y be J i e \" e t h a t t h i s ch an g e i s abs o 1 u t e 1 y n e c e s -
snry. The Congr e ~s wi ll never adopt a constitutional ame ndment 
so long as sectarian praye rs are allowed. In addition, the 
legislative history indicates that all constitutional amendments 
vot ed on in th e past have de fined pr a ye r a s "nondenominational". 
Unless this change is made, the Pre s ident's amendment has no 
ho~€' of pa s sage. 

2. Many have also objected (including Rep. Bob Michel) that 
this amendment would allow for States to draft prayers. I agree 
wi th this objection. The most appro priate bod y to decide what 
kind of prayer should be offered is the loc a l school board. The 
reli g ious composition of s t udents will va ry widel y from schoo l 
district to school district. A pr ay er draf te d by a st a te legis
latur e i gnore s these important differences 2nd also makes if far 
mor e difficult for pa rent s t o change t he prayer o f fered if the r e 
is some problem. 

The proposed change narrowly restricts only State legi s latures 
wilh respect to prayer in public schools . Others have recommended 
language prohibiting the "state" from influencing the content of 
prayer. However, this language could open a pandora's box. Since 
the school teacher would be defined as an employee of the State, 
he or she could be prevented from leading a prayer and, thus, no 
prayer at all could be said in a classroom. This broad definition 
could also be interpreted by the courts deilaring as unconstitu
tional prayers by chaplains in Congress and the military, Presi
dential prayer proclamations and even praye~s at any official 
public event. 

3. The last sentence is identical to the language proposed by 
Steve Markman in his compromise amendme nt. This sentence is an 

-~xcellent addition which solves two problems: 

First, this language corrects the "Lubbock case" problem 
which Hatfield and Denton are trying to remedy through their re s 
pective bills. However, the obvious advant ag e is that this lan
g ,;age provide s the force of Constitut i onal law rather than a 
statute which could be subject to judi c ial interpretation, in-
· 1 ud ing being declared uncon s titution al. 

Second, ad d ing this lang uage also ov erc ome s a po t entially 
d angerous str a teg ic pvob1em. Wheth e r intended or not, these 
statu_te initiatives could easily undermine support for the Pre s i
dent's constitutional amend me nt by providing ~n "alternative" for 
]ibera1s to vote for. I can virtually guarantee that many liher
als and fence-si• ters will enthusiastically support the statute 
appro;-ich as a me ;ins of getting "off the hoo k" from supporting the 
~onstitutiona l Ame ndment. This way they can tell their constitu-
ents that they voted for prayer in schools while opposing the Amend ment. 
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I s i r, c e r e 1 y be 1 · i eve t h 2 t I-! a t f i e i d ' i . r (: ;1 ] i n t e n t i on i s t c • 
use hi s s lalute as a menn!-. of :--ubvc rt in;!tne Presid€'r.t· 's 
Amendr c nt. The most ohviou:= evid e nct• of th is is th ,1t Hatfi e ld 
offereJ his statute short] y aft er the President's Amendment 
wa~ introduced . Why didn't he int roduc e it before? Others 
may b(• more:: s,rngui ne about Hat f i el c 's motives but I am not. 

It is important to _remember that Tom Railsback tried a 
similar tactic in the court jurisdiction legislation bottle. 
The Senate adopted the Helms Amendment in April 1979 and Phil 
Crane introduced a discharge petition on the bill in October. 
Once the discharge petition obtained 150-160 signatures, Rails
back introduced a resolution stating that nothing in the Consti
tution should be interpreted as prohibiting prayer in schools. 
As a resolution it was obviously meaningless. However, it had 
its desired impact. Dozens of liberals immediately jumped on 
the Railsback resolution as cosponsors. This provided them an 
"escape hatch" from signing the Crane discharge petition. Many 
uninformed constituents were led to believe their liberal Con
gressman was pro-school prayer because of this resolution. 

I firmly believe the Hatfield bill is actually part of a · 
clever strategy to undermine the constitutional Amendment. Un
fortun.Jtely, the White House and many conservative Senators 
blundered, in my opinion, when they endorsed this initiative. 
The obvious solution is to preempt Hatfield's effort by incorpor
ating language similar to his bill in the Constitutional Amendment. 

In conclusion, it is extremely important that any alter~ative 
amendments be thoroughly discussed and agreed upon now, rather than 
at the last minute. Thurmond wants to move rapidly on this and 
have a Con st itutional Amendment reported out of committee by the 
end of May. We should bring in the best legal minds to review 
these alternatives and hammer out the most appropriate language. 

- And a]l of this must be done withing the next few weeks. Your 
person~] reaction/opinions to the above is urgently requested. 
Please revert to me as soon as possible. Many thanks! 
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!•L.:: l ic in s titu t ions . KD pe r son s ha ] 1 Le r e q u ir ed hy the United 

Stat e s or by any St a t e to participa te in prayer. Nor sh a ll any 

St c te legislatur e have the authority to draft or influence the 

content of prayer in public schools. No public school, which 

generally allows stud ents to meet on a voluntary basis during 

non-instructional per i ods, shall discriminate against any meeting 

of students on the basis of the religious content of the spee c h 

at the me e ting. 




