APPENDIX I

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
Sylabuws

WALLACE, GOVERNOR OF ALABAMA, ET AL ¢
JAFFREE ET AL.

APPEAL FROM THE UNTTED STATES COURT OF APPEALE FOR
THE ELEVENTR CIRCUIT

No B912  Argusd Decemder ¢, 1964 —Decided June 4, 1965°

Iv proceedingy bwtitited o Federn! Dutrian Court, appellees chalenged
the courtitotionality of, inter ahws, o 19€) Alaturms Starute (§16-1-20.1)
arthariting 8 )-minute period of glence b aD public schools “for medits-
tiab or vohantary prayer.® ARbougt finding that §36-1-30.1 was ar of-
fort Lo encourage & religiour setivity, the District Comt shimately beld
tha! the Establuhment Clause of the Furs: Amendment does bot prohibit
s Swte Poo ertadbluhing s religpion  The Court of Appeals peversed.

Buld Sectice 16-120.) b 3 b respecting the ssablisbment of religion
snd thws violaies tbe Firs: Amendment Pp. 3-13.

(s} The propanition that the severa! States have »e greater power to
rertrair the individua) Sreedoms proteciad by e Firs: Amendment thar
éoes Congrem b rmly e dedded in constiutona! Jurisprudence. The
Fov. Anendner: v adopied W ertal Congrest’ pove to otafere
wik the indviduals Sreedom W believe, W worship, and W express him-
selfl i accordance with the dictates of kis 0w cormcience, and the Four-
taert: Apendment nposed the pame substantive Emitations e the
Blates” power 1o lagialate. The Ixdividua™s freedom W0 thoose his own
oreed b the counterpart of b right W refie froc ing the croed
erablabed by the majority. Mareover, the bpdividua' freedom of eon-
sciency proteciad by the First Amendrment embraces the right to select
any rabgioos faith or mone a1 2l Pp 536

&)Omdthm&hhduhtmhmmmb‘thmu-
Gorality of a gatuter undey the Eviablntument Clause s that the siatute
must have o pecular bpulative puorpose  Lemon v Kurtemas, 03

"Jogrde with No K909, Swmith st ! v Joffrer et ! | alsc o1 sppea)
fromr the sarne eourt
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U. 8 602, 612-813  The Fus: Amendmen: reguires tha’ s statute must
be invabidawed if it is entire!) motivated by 8 purpose te advance relgion.
Pp 16-12

€e) The record Bere 2ot only etabliahes that § 16-1-20 1's purpose was
1o endoree religion, ft alsc reveals that the enacrtment of the statute was
ol motivated by apy clearly secular purpose. I partirclar, the state-
medls of § 16-1-20.1° sponsor &b the legiatative rocord and i his tesS-
moby before the Dastrict Court indicate tha: the Jegia'asior was solely an
*effart to returs voluntary prayer” to the public schools Moreover,
suct unrebutiad evidence of legislative intent is eonfirmed by 8 consider-
stior of the relationship betweer. §36-1-20.1 and two other Abbama
satres—one of whick, enaried ic JSEC ar & aeque’ 0 §16-1-20.), gu-
thorized teachen 1o lead “willing rtadests® it s prescrided pnyer, and
the other of whick, enaied it I9TE & § 161301 predeceasor, sutbor-
fead » period of sledee “for meditation® saly. The State’s endorsement,
) emactmen: of §16-3-20 1, of prayer activites 8! the beginning of each.
schoo’ day b po! congirient with the esabbabed principle that the Gov-
enment gt pursur § tourse of compleie neutrabity oward religion
Pp -

T F. 24 102¢ and I3 F. 84 €14, afirmoed

STIVIDa, J., Gelivervd the opinion of the Count, b shicd lm's».
lmu.gm.Amw and Posair 3, joined Powma ).,
inioe.  OrCornon,Jd., Mmmmbmhﬁg

et Bk, €.J., and WioTe and REEVQUIST, 3)., flled dussenting
spAmnons





