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April 1, 2026
SENT VIA EMAIL & U.S. MAIL: commissioner@fldoe.org

Anastasios Kamoutsas
Commissioner of Education
Florida Department of Education
325 W. Gaines St.

Tallahassee, FL. 32399

Re:  Constitutional concerns regarding Florida DOE religious complaint line
Dear Commissioner Kamoutsas:

I am writing on behalf of the Freedom From Religion Foundation (FFRF) to raise serious
constitutional concerns regarding the Florida Department of Education’s newly announced complaint
process, which invites reports alleging that prayer and religious expression are being restricted in
public schools. FFRF is a national nonprofit organization with over 42,000 members across the
country, including more than 2,000 members in Florida and a chapter, the Central Florida Freethought
Community. Our purposes are to protect the constitutional principle of separation between state and
church, and to educate the public on matters relating to nontheism.

On March 17, 2026, you issued a letter to Florida parents outlining updated guidance on prayer and
religious expression in public schools.! In that letter, you announced that the Department has launched
a dedicated complaint process to ensure that students and staff are able to exercise their rights to
religious expression, and that complaints will be promptly reviewed and investigated.

Notably, the letter frames the Department’s role as safeguarding religious expression while omitting
any comparable emphasis on the constitutional obligation of public schools to prevent religious
coercion and government-sponsored religious activity. The letter reiterates that Florida will “safeguard
the constitutional protections for voluntary prayer and religious expression,” yet fails to acknowledge
the equally fundamental requirement that public schools remain neutral toward religion in order to
protect students’ freedom of conscience.

While it is well-established that students may engage in private, voluntary religious expression, the
Department’s framing, and its implementation of a one-sided complaint process, risks fostering
widespread confusion about the extent of those rights and encouraging unconstitutional religious
activity in Florida’s public schools.

Public schools are not forums for promoting religion. They are government institutions bound by the
Establishment Clause of the First Amendment, which requires strict neutrality between religion and

! https://x.com/StasiKamoutsas/status/2033885052942102566.
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nonreligion. The First Amendment prohibits public schools from favoring religion over nonreligion, or
one particular religion over others. See generally Santa Fe Indep. Sch. Dist. v. Doe, 530 U.S. 290
(2000); Lee v. Weisman, 505 U.S. 577 (1992); Wallace v. Jaffree, 472 U.S. 38 (1985); Epperson v.
Arkansas, 393 U.S. 97 (1967); Sch. Dist. of Abington Twp. v. Schempp, 374 U.S. 203 (1963); Engel v.
Vitale, 370 U.S. 421 (1962); McCollum v. Bd. of Ed., 333 U.S. 203 (1948).

As the U.S. Department of Education’s own guidance acknowledges, schools may not sponsor or
appear to favor religious activity. Yet the Department’s new reporting mechanism focuses exclusively
on alleged restrictions of religious expression, without any parallel mechanism to address violations of
the Establishment Clause.

This one-sided approach is deeply troubling. The absence of any comparable complaint process for
students or parents subjected to school-sponsored prayer, proselytizing or religious coercion sends a
clear message that the state is more concerned with expanding religious activity than preventing its
unconstitutional imposition.

FFREF is acutely aware of the prevalence of such violations. Each year, we receive numerous
complaints from Florida families regarding school-sponsored prayer, staff-led religious activity and
coercive religious environments. In 2025 alone, FFRF received more than 80 complaints concerning
Florida public schools, including dozens involving the Department itself. These violations
overwhelmingly involve the promotion of religion by school officials, not the suppression of private
religious expression.

In practice, the most common constitutional violations involving religion in public schools arise from
school employees who, intentionally or not, use their authority to promote religious messages. Given

the inherent power imbalance between students and school officials, even subtle religious activity can
exert coercive pressure, particularly on younger students.

By encouraging members of the public to report perceived limitations on prayer, the Department risks
emboldening those who seek to push the boundaries of the law, including educators who may
incorrectly believe they are permitted to lead or participate in visible religious activities with students.
The result will likely be increased religious coercion, particularly affecting younger students who are
more susceptible to authority.

The Supreme Court has repeatedly emphasized that public education must remain free from religious
indoctrination. “Families entrust public schools with the education of their children, but condition their
trust on the understanding that the classroom will not purposely be used to advance religious views that
may conflict with the private beliefs of the student and his or her family.” Edwards v. Aguillard, 482
U.S. 578, 584 (1987). “[W]e have long recognized the rights of parents to direct ‘the religious
upbringing’ of their children.” Mahmoud v. Taylor, 606 U.S. 522, 523 (2025) (quoting Espinoza v.
Montana Dept. of Revenue, 591 U.S. 464, 486 (2020). “[T]he preservation and transmission of
religious beliefs and worship is a responsibility and a choice committed to the private sphere.” Santa
Fe, 530 U.S. at 310 (quoting Lee, 505 U.S. at 589).

We are especially concerned that this initiative comes in the context of recent federal guidance that
deemphasizes the critical constitutional duty of public schools to provide education free from religious



coercion.” That guidance has already led to widespread misinterpretation of the law, particularly
regarding the role of school employees in religious expression. Your Department’s complaint line
threatens to exacerbate that confusion.

The Constitution protects both the right to believe and the right to be free from government-imposed
religion. Parents, not public school officials, have the right to direct their children’s religious or
nonreligious upbringing. The role of public education is to educate, not to promote or discourage
religious practice.

FFRF urges the Florida Department of Education to reconsider this complaint process and to ensure
that any guidance or enforcement mechanism reflects the full constitutional balance required in public
schools. The Department must safeguard both private religious expression and students’ right to be
free from religious coercion.

Sincerely,
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Christopher Line
Legal Counsel
Freedom From Religion Foundation

2 https:/ffrf.org/news/releases/ffrf-revised-education-dept-prayer-guidance-goes-too-far/.



