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Presbyterian Church in the United States v. Mary Elizabeth Blue Hull Memorial Presbyterian Church, 343 U.S. 440 (1969).

Id. at 449.

Watson v. Jones, 80 U.S. (13 Wall.) 679, 728-29 (1871).

Gonzalez v. Roman Catholic Archbishop of Manila, 280 US. 1, 16 {1929).

Note, Constitutional Laww ~— First Amendment —— The Role of Civil Courts in Church Disputes, 1977 Wisconsin Law Review
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