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[FL®IZ

20045 6 H. SR EKIZEIR Grove Unified School District v. Newdow & \ >
5 MEMGRE OMER] 40 FlOHWiZ T L. 2o TR 28&->T7 XY
ATIEFHL Vimf3E SR o7, Ak, 20 EdEa# (Atheist) 801
IIEEMA) (Non-believers) OHERIZEH EiF, Bz & T IMEMGERE O
MRl X ED X ) BBWE R > TL 200, DHIRERKIZMEL 2 O ME I
BLTWBEDh, &I TotiziTo 7.

WAL LT 2L o MR i 3 o i 2 B L . K1 Newdow D sl % th
D TR E QMR OARBICHED . 512, 26 DN T 2HR% 7
Ham e fAN Ly Ietgic, MRS OMER] ) BBICCHD T E D & 9 B E%RE
FioTws0n, IKERLTWS,

I. 21##EICE T 2 ERERSRDER

(1) McCreary County v. ACLUE Van Orden v. Perry (20065 6 B) DA
WEAED20044E10H 12H ., @ #CHTIZ B REFHZM>Tw 5, T
oy 1B % 2 o DMIREH A OB (Petition of Writ of Certiorari) %
[FIIRFICERD 7, 7 v % v X —IMDMcCreary County v. ACLUE 7 % ¥ A M DVan
Orden v. PerryDFHITH %,
ZDOFEAD, LT AV A #ED Lz DD>, 19804E D W Stone v. Graham I
BT, B Tk (Ten Commandments) DA 2B TOERILIEET
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b5 EPRLHAW D T IN TS5 TH D, 2Dk, EfmkmHEREI N
7z TCertiorari; OWifE (20024:D0'Bannon v. Indiana Civil Liberties Union D =
Bz ) # 2 L TELHER LT TS,

2D &) O T, 20044EIC TRy DORTEZ RS THE#ET S &
HE LT, REREENID L) BITEHZIS 5 255 WEUWSLETL D
MEoTWAZ EIFHFETH S, 19B8VFEDRESHD W LIEES . T, 1cBL
T L Wi EERIRDE VL T de, FREHIITCIER A LR R BIA
., HUREHPTCRPPTH o7z, Zoihe, EUFEHPTAEALL . KRl
HFTClE, AELEREORL ZHREIREFIFICHT I EICR2DTH %,

55 3 & n & H T 020034F 6 H Freethought Society of Greater Philadelphia v.
Chester County® M5 TIXAFHIW 2 7% 4. 5 HE O HEILKE EH A o
Glassroth v. Moore® 55 TILEFBFIMIIT SN TV 5, fif\qdIc, NERBE R
T2 K9 RERY) & TEEME BB 20l w) REFERC, TRROM )
WK > THIRDZE D 2 HETH 5, ZN62FBR L L LTH, THEK
HATTIEWHZIZEAE~EL TORVOPEETH 5, 2 ORELICHIGEE
SN R ERIE. FHEEIIET 2 7 IMcCreary County v. ACLU & Van
Orden v. PerryDHHZ T OID BT 2 HZPREL TS, L L, A4 (2005
) O 6  H2THICH S N7 = RO FIWT IE, MR L L -OREIEHEFT & L
MWz EEL Z Lichote, 77XV AMRDHFETHRBZDE T KRS NTD
Th b,

O OfmFIc I 6 5iRL2 ERI L-0d, JuMkEHRon A -
£7 (Roy Moore) Off#ITH-o7%. TOEHAFIEFEL o M ook
ZRELZoIC, CoOMEZEAINICRBAEN TS, Z0D3Glassroth v.
MooreDFEBITH o7, Lo L, fHREL T, ZO7 7 32 M B $H %,
BB S T &N Tk D' =2 X v b DO EGICHiED 320034E1C
MBI FOBZBON TV 5,

Ty OREOARE X, Hic TRBENERY OGEED 5\ IkEEMkIC L
EEX5T. RKINICIE THAGRE OMER] & TERERE QMR & OMER D5
WIZHRo T DF b EREETET LT 23, TREE) ok
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4o dh . MEMERE O 2 8D k) ICHH L. 2L TwDnt
WA > THWEDTH 5,

(2) Locke Governor of Washington v. Davey (20045 4 B) DZEH)

COFFITIE, FEREIE % HIE L TR ICANESIC X 258821
HLTOHHINZDPE ) b, ZORBEIZISHIEOKD h Iz L <
s, HAERTIEELEER > Tw 3,

BERRZRAR DI, FEIN U CHIRINE R 2 Wi 2 fT>C&E ) v 7
I 2 b EEHE (Chief Justice Rehnquist) Th o 72, fiiwr o3 A1E, K
HFHE, ZORBNS L TTEENW 2 T LT\ 2, 2O [k B

&7 2R NNESCINE TUE, 62 TEIZEEN 2SR50 ERK E 7
2L0H)bDTHo, FHHUFASOFTEIC KL, TREL LT, fk,
A 72 2224 2 NSRS HER LT EIBW BRI SIEE I 1 70 & 72
Wy ks,

ZDFEGIFT v s Mo 7 a7 4 (Promise Scholarship Program)
FRAICLUTREEEI NS, ZIENRFIL, 72 v b VI TEE %20 1R
HY . EMEDHRE SN B KIELL [ KIEONAD—ELLT TH 2 I A
MEMms:, (Devotional Theology) D%Ah it % HIE 4224 kbRt S
22 L nHbDTHoTZ,

Davey (%#F) &, RBpOUMFORNRE R 7z0ic, BEBEEGEHD, 2
D7vr 7 L% TEEBNIZEIRGIH KO BROHBGH THALDOTH
2, ik, 19934E DB Church of the Lukumi Babalu Aye, Inc. v. City of Hialeah
<T? SCEWAT (Facially-Neutral) ; D2, 7075 505 TTEM
Yy 2T 26 DZBNAT 2 LI XCE R, Tz, o F
SHANTED, EEERZEFRELIZOTH S,

ZzoucxiL, V7 A P B, SR EOENTH 2EHY OB R
JML L 725l 2 R & U7z Lukumi & . BUZEAOHER] & H % 3298 T % Locke
v. DaveyDFifl & TIIHE RIS B % & L. Lukumi D% 2 D % AT
ZHIFHPRR VW E, ROTIRZIRIT T w5,
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COFPITHEINS DX, S THARARICE O THARNZL TS
MEBEZES RS & MEED IS @ 2 55105, T OFHI T4 <

HHTEZE LW =R THLLELIDLIMHERL TV LRHTH S,

JeRdilin e k9o, BIE 2 ANE SIS X o THIET 2 29kI3. 18k
DL SERSN TS, 7XV AL XY Ao Mar U, THEE &)
EIRAE I ¢ BT, ANERICX2IERE R LIEZ T o7, Z DRI,
Bz EVHFRZZIT TR Ml S )AL Tz vicE Ty, UR
LCAMNESORMEZEZELILD ZRE LW w1 o7,

O RIICHE L ED 72D, 5HIETHHRTA VYV THD, ff
120 17864ED T 7 — P = 7B H A ik DRE %K > T, T—MERFL 2B
TR %Y 2z — LR 2T 4 v (James Madison) & 8k Y w7~y —
(Patrick Henry) &2 k> TRED AT S0, W& 74 Y VIZER&E %
BRI, ANESIC L 2 LB Z2 R L T3,

7 A A TIEITIUEICEEEIEREDAL L Tw 325, 2% b RN
B A ZFEO2Y T 2 —t v VHIZISIEICE S T, MICK ZBARNDAINL
ExflT T3,

2D & 9 1ZDavey D FHITld, TFEITHT 5 AR O W A2 KD TR E
L. "EHEESIRGIE) OREIEDOH ) HIZ—DDRE% 52 Tn 5,

(3)Hibbs, Director, Arizona Department of Revenue v. Winn (20044 6 B)
]

COHEFITIX, BT E Z EFTHIINATE 2000 Fbi, 7272
L. &< £TYH TEZEREHIZELGE TToORMETH D, - RNAITEMETO
i CIE 7R\, INOBLHIEE & BT OB ER IR L 2R D r — A L L
THEHINTWw 5,

OB, &3, 7V VT MoBigrkRTcod ., ZoMizInziiEL T
PEERRIREL ) BV AT LEBRLC0E, . OV AT LEERINIC
B e s oic, RE OISR A TH % STO (School Tuition
Organizations) Z§5R L T3, STOTIRA 2L L HED S NTEEDIN%
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G E LRI na g o nwnt, £, 20HEMNEZIET 5720
ICBUEEPERR (Tax Credit) ORHHEAIBIH G2 5Tz,

STOD AKX MM § 43-10891c D W THEE S e, ARl oM, fEE,
KIEDAT A Z A, WG LK > COHNROAETERZ NS 5 2 L3 TER
Vo . Z DEHIFANL DFEBEARIE ) BRI LTRSS R IR T B
ERPERLTE ST, Z0EHE. STODES D%  DSFA D REHERE A~ )
BRI DRI o7, ZRUSKRL T, 7V FMOMELE X, COBESR
i zflEd 272z, Mz TEBEBZAS G EKE LA, £k
53k (Injunctive Relief) ZZZ L7-DTH 3,

BN 2 D2 IEFE RIS LT, TSTODESIZ 7 ) V' M o Bl % B
L CHED S, MOMEEOFPHNTH O . HEHEHFTEMNCTHT 2 2 L1
TER, 2, MOMBLEIZ Z ORI U CEISERBFTICIFTE R\, &
TRLZDTH %,

F 7, THOBURHICR LT T 2L T2 H0EIX, T L AE8HEO TR
1ki%s (Tax Injunction Act,/28 U.S.C.§1341) TH b, TIAICIZ, THDEH
FRICE T 2 W Cd, Lo 2R HGE (Remedy) Z0/%FL T 21
DFTIE. Wk BB REE. AE (Assessment) (20 LTd, Nk
FEHFT BT 2 Z L 1ETER VY & MHOBUHIEE B U S ECHITIE
NMATERVEGHL TS,

MIFCHFT, B 1 GEFR R E#E T, TE) (Assessment) DRI Z Ul T
HnDER & N, ARV, TIAZ M OIBLE DiFAfT A £ THEIL L2 b
DTV E, BIEH 1 50 TEHEEHIAE IS O T T, MOMBLRE 13EH
BHIFTIC IR T E 2 HEMERA L. MOBUHIEICEIRE AT NN ATE S LES
L7ZDTH 5,

IR D 2 OHIWiE S K OMBUFICHER 2R 5252 Li1Ckh 5, &
V) DIE, 7YY FIMER T X e BUERERRTIEE 2 8R)T L Ty 2 MM D3I 944
MONZEFEL . Z 05 OMNTHFBECHIFT IS BLHIEL 2 Bt S 4, RIS 3Bl o
ERHLHONL2HICH06THS, £/, BUCBL TliR2» 6 2L
72D T, TBUREIDSR D iz e b0 ) RO &M o 7z,



—Ji. REOWMBUC L > TH, T OHIBIREHKO MBI AT 2 &k
%, BWHEEGOPEILE, HEMELE LT, 2 RERANELE 2 g MK
(D, BEOFERDOEIDEND Z LIEIDETH D,

F 7oy TEBEHZEIEEE L ICB T 2R E V) B W T HHT A TE
5, LY 2 VTR, FERINLEEANDRINE G D) 2 TR
fERE 205, ML T 2V TREFRGICRbIS LW IHKT 2 2 20finss
AT, TSk o TC TEERNZE LT OR300, & 512 School
Vouchers; DORIEEMT 2 2 L1l 2,

0. MEmEEREDERN] 2K->T
Elk Grove Unified School District v. Newdow

(1) TEHOEE, <MY 2EH6—Minersville School District v. Gobitis&
West  Virginia  State  Board  of
Education v. Barnette
MO EZE, (Pledge of Allegiance) b7z DI, Elk v. Newdow3¥)
& T T %% o 19404F D Minersville School District v. Gobitis ¥ 7219434F West
Virginia State Board of Education v. Barnette D 51235 % ,

+ Minersville School District v. Gobitis D ZE45)

Tiud, TZARANOIEAS EREIT 5 A4, ME RSO E RO LE
C. Mcl7- o cHz RN 2 FEIEEINTHE 2 s, EIFEICHT 2
HEZHAR, EfEEPRP BRI NI LI FHTH L, AR TH
BTk, BEROERED, FRICEBOCTEHFEOBRE LT %, 2922
EERPFHTERIN TV D TH %,

CZoMTIF, WEZERNE DY 2 FEEIEGHMN T &N, BIFTNRBD %
Wl 7 S 1A BN T2l O 5 DAMOERB X2 <. 20 X9 7k
T, NEROEE, 217) AEEBFbhTeidTH 5,

o2, B0 TEROEE ) o4 & DX, 19404E0TiE. £ 7 "Under
God; W) XEYW NHROEE, ILEENTELT. ZOFTENMA SN
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DIF, 19544ETH 5,

WL N 2k R727 5 > 7 7 7 —% —H$ (Justice Frankfurter) 3. %%
BIESE 1 ZOMADOHEMIIEET 2 b 0D, THROMKEZEROLL2DHE
TH2YE L. HROFADRDERI D REfE &5 27, B, %4,
fEEEDRGE, Btk E1CBIT 2 BUNOATENE. BT 72 5 7 BUAINE 2235 &
20, At RMO IR — I N EEIC L > THITh 2l d
2, DX RBIEZ 2, EEADIIC L > TEDLDNLTWL 2 LR, #2820
HHFZMEET 2 RV SR TR IFEENICHF SN LW LD TH %,

COHEFITIE, MR ONR) oL ERINTVS, TBUFIE. 2
MEFL2RFEL BV EVI HEEL CREAOERBUCTH L Tdks
B, EOMELGL B2 B, (R BERA7 v FT—70 =T
7 (JLEE) ., ARETHHH . UGN &2 v TG 1B 268
FAGEFRESINTO R0 EBRENT WS, ZE L, I IS O
Wl % EOREEMREEL 72D OIS TR,

- West Virginia State Board of Education v. Barnette DZ4l

19434E 12 F & 117 Barnette D Tl Tl GobitisDFIWi % L. MBI m k%
FESR O EE | %2 AREICHRH] S 6 2 MR IEE L1 L T\ b, Barnette Tl i
fill; (compulsion) DJEZFMIIF T2,

Gobitis TEHR S NIz X H 1T, WEPICTERDMAIFHETH ), WHIND
NETHDD, 2D ity 2RI 2FEE LT, EEOTRZEHT T
filhd2D0THRS, BT VI > THIAINEREL LREFRIFBRTL S,

)7 EEMRE T A D THHME, Icfitiioo, (TR, (EEIE
GIH) 1, BANC Ko CTHIBEARE T2 0 R 2B IEA L. THERY & IEK
ROBHICE > THRL S N, THEBGHSDORIIC X > TSN D Tid%k
W L EHigEREINAEATH, EHADHERN PRI LFIL
TWw5,

=i, AR D A OHER] D MHIRCld vy & —EDRIGI2YE R
52 ERMERL T 5, TERBLICH L TEACHTZ1T I 8aiE. 4T 5%
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By THEA»OBUEOfEl) Zud L, Bzl s 49 2546k
TH %V, . ZORBIPITADVERIC K > TEEIES . Hie 5N s 05
THY, HEDZD X MERZ R L. Bl Sz E2IREIC L Twa Y

BHETHRA T RSB VE LTV S,

BN, BURDSELEHI L Tld e & RN 2 B IO v T, MR RED
FICE SN EBDEET 272 613, ZUZBIROBRADTREO LT 2[b
T BOA. ERFEE, FH FAOFERCOVT, MBIEHRTH 2 D025
SPMBRZZETHD, ZNEFEIEINTVS, F4, TRICHL TELE
koT WR#y 2#5ASERLY, 2 EOTEEREHI S L) T2 HY ik
IEENnTws, &, RT3,

(2) Elk Grove Unified School District v. Newdow T D &

ZOHEMNZ, HEERE ORXBITH 2 Newdowns, BDIE 9 AL THH
fTonTws NHHOEE, OFRK, H20vid 'HE oficgintws
fUnder God) DX EI35ED Aty IcHY L, TEZBMNERSH) . B&
DHEMEHE) ERICHDEHFHo7bDTH 5,

BEBWN 2N 2T 4 —7 v X4 (Justice Stevens) (&, MG D
MER]) 2 B2 Safam 5 &) K 0 TES RS (B9 2 0 2 Beftiam 12 #%
HBU. RBPHFOLM L ~EBIEWRE LTk w® 2o b, TEE
(Standing) DXz L. TEMERF OMER]) 2 IHMWICERT 2H <,
Newdow® F5E%#3B1F, TUnder God) & XFZxf L THHE L, AFICHYT
2HWiE T LEZDTH 2,

CDHBMOIFED LD &) HRIEE, BEHmERDO T 5 ATV
2, Vv 7 XA FRHFIEZEOHBNEEKXL Tw2b0D, AT 4—7
YAHFROHGEICN LT, TRZEDY ) & THEh THs EMFFL TV S,

ZRORD % 3R L 74 3 — —H= (Justice O'Connor) & 72
H¢., Newdow?s TEEEG 27 L T3 HE2@ o7 LT, "Ceremonial
Deism; (ERVELAER) %4815 C. "Under God; o&#ENEZTELTWB,
%7:. b —=<2MF (Justice Thomas) I3 i & R o d ol | OBl % EHE L
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2D, AEEERELTw?

O RF1 =TV XHED "REBIE OER

Ml Efg) 1B L Cld. 19234 D Frothingham v. MellonJx (N\19684EFlast v.
CohenDFetin3dd 275, 206 DFEHITHR L % - 7 D13 THIFSHBLL ) OHbAL
TH Y. Newdowd & I IAEHINIIED T ) N & TEKKEERE (Domestic
Relations,/Family Law) Oi#RIEZ HH AN BIAD D089 L v
HHETIE 2, WiE OGP L Z OWEERE 2> Tws Elbh s,

- —ERE TREER OFE

BT, TSR ICIE 2MEY 5 2 BT L T s, 1 DI EERR
(Article ITI) o TEER) TH D b9 1 20F, HHPITH S OHEHIC %)
JE MRS, (Prudential Standing) ' T %,

FLERL E LT TEEWR) OFMEFEIC3Mb 2 L3, BRNk T
HEPWHEAET B H . P L MO L ORI TREEGRD ® 2 %), TRrEss
FET 595 2FIFT0w3Y,

#H o TEEWE SR &, MO OB & BRIPTS AL 2 M
BROPRZIHT 22 LTH D, Fric A1) KB 5 2 & 3EHON A%
N2 5, ) v 7 T A P EBHFROFTAIC LU, 5 =F ORI E RN =2
BRI ACOFREZEZE3, W E 2200 280 258 03 hic & 2 854501
Z OBl RN CIAHI AR ERIIERONR L 5 63, O ED
B B OV ER Rl ) 2 AR O EIPHIC B 2 2 & R EOEESZEIF o Tw B

BN D F 1% S5 3B0R D RPN T T 72 Valley Forge D 55" Tl B
e TRIEN) BHoWmE2EE L <. THEE#ERK 2B S N5 EFHHL Tw»
%,

7272 U, TREES OB E—ETld 4z < ERE RO FE S Ak Tld %
Vo D ERLR O 1o LT, AEPEMRIE DER AR 7o
B TR Edg g DBHETH 51 EEEFFY LT %, BIZIE, Sl DValley Forge
TlE, V7 A P ERCHER EEEE) 0% B2 T 5085 fhR.
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M) AL TR EI LI ERICKIBLEBEE>oTn 3,

- NewdowlC & F 2 TREEE ORIRME

AT 4 =7 v A TEEER) ICBIL T REAMERZEL T\w» 5,
B 2008 TN 8 A G L kD < R T R A A M S R S 2 S BE AR I 4 A
(Domestic Relations Exception to Diversity Jurisdiction) @ JsHIS>, %
IEIEE LTHRL Twaw) RO, (Abstention Doctrine), & &
12 TS WCBIL <o "= F O] (Third-Party Standing) &9 3
OOz, BeHrTRHZTNEDMAI T TGERL. —o0 TSN
g, 2L TS

Jefd, TRUEMESGERK) O—BRNEBRICOWTER LA, Z2oHicix
"RIEBREGI S THLEEO%E) IR EENTEST. AT 4 -7V R
HHD S TSR SER) 3, R0 TIN5,

CO3D2DFEMICO>WT, A2 OFW 2 A 5 &, 5 E R
(Domestic Relations Law) X EHICHTkbNTETE ), dfiREED
Z DI i g fild 72 T 2318594 D Barber v. Barber T, R DRI 72 Fify]
D318904FE-DIn re Burrus TdH % . HFEAMT (federal courts) 1. THRIERRIE
o THEHCEES (Divorce), $#% (Alimony). #i#E (Child-Custody) IZ
BIL T3 E g2 T E 2 100fRI2 EDIERDIH 5, Lo b IERITIR < THIER
REBIIE) DSBE STV,

UL, SRR, SEENZETT 7% EORTEDEM L. HFRECHT D TR0 E R
B 2R FOFHZIEAT 2 2 LR L THYITH 2008 ) MiEHS N
X9 oTER, & 2 TI9924EDAnkenbrandt v. Richards DFHH|Tlx, 3
ARz TRGRAREGII OJEIZ RO DD L 2 ORI & #HilH % kI
JE R % o < R L CHUBECHIFT CHRE 21T 2 5 & ) Il S e, Fric, Ak
TR0y e F 5 HHNCBI U TR I TR T % HD3T E. Ankenbrandt
D5 — A TRFENRIIET 2 HEGOMER b T VDT, it
f&y 2RO SNTW 5,
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=77, THIEEREIC LD < RIEFREREEEME (20§ 2 RIRBIR BG4 ) o J5 1] &
X, BAZMNOTROMTRANEI - -856, TOREFEES 3521 11,
(NFE DR ICEED M) OFIBGSUT & - T R 2 iR HITIc R b A
LIENTES, L2L. ZOELTHLTHHMH D . ik, P, Bk
WKBL TR 2 RSEMTH ) HOBEER L INTEDTH 5,

MABBEDIEPE) & id, HHS & M DT 2 R AT R BEREZ BT 5 7- D12,
FHCH AT EEEREEZ b o Tw 2 HELETH, MBI L CRIEE 2 b i
£, ZOFEERMOBHFICENRE EVWIEZSTH 5,

Mg ER ) 1B 2 T = EOMER] &%, HEARWIIE7 2 ) AEE T T
SHOWEAN) OTTHDTEILEEFETERLEINTVRS, LR LEDLOH
SEo3d b o B Z XA B O A 11 & G o 7 BT & 5 19434F D Tileston v.
Ullman 3, ERiBEEZRITEZ200E I EVY EZHOREFR, 1kt
TRAKIN R E D, 2D —ATIF TR IGEEINT»S,
RO 7 )T B % 19764F D Singleton v. Wulff Tl&, —EDBLEDFEL
DOFIREIT IS L CEAREEDRS 254108V TE, BEhlio ME=#5
i) DR SNTW» 5,

—Ji. NewdowDFHI TR I NI AT 4 —7 v RHHDE 213, TRENE
R DHEMDOWIR L 2> TV L HEEFICANIEZ 5.2 5 K 9 Adfvii i3S EH
FIHHLD BIF2RETIE ARV L) FADEFH STV 5,

D &) BRI % 5 T, Newdow® HHNZ W )IGE RIE7% 5 22 i
12, NewdowDHKIEEBROEHZ b H %, NewdowdD $— b+ F—TH 5 /N=
> 7" (Banning) 238CH2NET L T OGBETH - AFiRE2 I L, 20k
Iy T DIEN IR 5T L b If&INIc N = v 71, 20024E 2 H Al
HEHE (Sole Legal Custody) #5153 L. Newdow  20034EI1C#iME (Joint
Legal Custody) ##HL T3, =X L., FHICEHL Cli#loZE xR Ak 5
54, TREBloBanning; SIS HSE L 9 BHERI 245 L T 3,

AT 4—7 Vv AHRE, DKL) REHEZEE A, B 30D
BowT, #ites TRE#EK, U2 EDLDOTHS ). LrL, TDEX)
VBT MR 2 TR MG O JFEZ BRAE L T % C. At "Under God,
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DAEBHICHET 2N BRI 28T 7-Dh, I OEWRKE T ZIEH DR
Lo TWn3Y,

@ ARHREER

UV IZNEBHEICLD TREEE O

Uy 22 P FRHEIZAT 4 —7 v RAHEOFHERZHCH U, TSGR
B DJFEE, &2 TREEOEE, 72 &k, B K> THES N TV B {UEET
Ho. BHFC L 3 TEEW H2vid THEN) AL 3EERR L5 L
BRTW2,

AT 4 =7 v R 2 NS DL % Ankenbrandt v. Richards D Fl7» & F
WKHIR L 72h5, V) v 7 2 & F B 2 oFglcan S 7 TRIBGRIRIEG]
AL JEHE ) 2 Tl DR X, Z DI E D Newdow & 5275 1) | Ankenbrandt T3,
MDH7% 2 VREHEROFRIENORETIEH 555, KBIOERE (Abuse) 1T F
SNTEF LTRSS AR TE (Tort) DEEREONMETSH O HIREH
JTCH 9 MDD ELL T b LB L Tw 3, Nwdw b "Pledge
Ceremony; OAEMOREDH O | HH BT CHET 2 EAEDMHER > TV
2% ERFEHFEREIIML TS

—77. Newdow® TE#E#El) &, BEEOMER () 1T Tiviaz i
CLTwBDTIEZELS, TRER) &) BIER (Relationship) IZHD W T Th
NTEY, FEFRKGFEL T LHEATIERVE LTV, 2o DB
5. HFEHHFTH Z OHHIZHLD P, BT B H ] S SRS v & FURH]
FHIFFRL TS

- TUnder God) Z&&EEEZ2ER

Vv 7 A P EFHFED TUnder Gody O XEIFFEIK L TwiawnwEE 2
ZHEAD—DIT, FERNGERSD 2, T ~DFRIET XV A DFELITHRAS
WCERBHRTH D "My 26> THEF L 72 KGO S48, R A2 R
ELTHROBELEOREREZEH L TET0DE, &, BHREELZEHL TV
2, £z, TReRfizhps@mR s N TEL 2 L3, BHEO UL TR L DEFK
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DFHEEL EARHZHRBZD X )T 2 H2HF L T&E7y & ZONE
FRDERICZ T AN LGN T O S LR TW2S, X512, TUnder Gody
DIFFAZ. 7 AV ADOR GRS BRGNS 2 AN L E100 & ik
SN0 BEHRNAM&EZ KL Tw3®, £ L, "Under God, I2BI¥ 25
Mz To T s TR OEEIVEZF 7o~ — o vV 4 G
FFECHISE B8 TS T O G RIE L 4B H DR R EE B0 ) R L

FLTWwEE, fNDFERDOIEYSEZEH L T2,

F BRI TTEERO EE ) 13, MICRES w2 IO L C— ik
Rznz213 AiBo 7 2 & (Acknowledgment) 12 k> THFE L., FIBI
EROMA L 206 DFHICHT 235 D 2T 2 72 0 ICEL I N FEINHE
HThsd) LR, TRHOHEE, . IRBNEFEELZIEEL TwibIT Tk
L TAYALRETH 2GRENCN T2 EHEES T2 TH 2,19 L,
DEOEEZ ) 123 TR e uHEz2EQTUERZL TWw 5,

TEHFHIZ. ZEIROHERN L DEIROHEMDH D FITHFRL TS,
'Newdownshlibic filEphin (Atheism) 25U, fiZHEG L Tw 2 I35V 4
Vo L2 L. SIEDH A CHHGES TRUE L 72 7k ClEE IS > TREk %
B, 2010 k2EATIT ) BIERZ BT 2 DVEKOPIEICKH LT, HEED—
Wy EBADPEDRVEW)EIIT, BEELTERET 2 L) RiifHE 5 2
22 LIFTER VY & DBIRESEIROFEBATAZHIET 2 TR
ELTw3s,

@ A=+ —HFEOMIEE — TCeremonial Deism; DEHE

K a—F—HHE, M ERodh T TEALWEME (Ceremonial
Deism) OBf&ZFEL T2, Z2D—77T, 19904 DSmith®HH)T§ Tl
RN T T—ILMEomEE, 1B L <. 19944 DBoard of Education of
Kiryus Joel Village School District v. Grumet’ 5| L >, #i—#L#E (Single
Test) 12 &> T. MEHSIH OLTOREZ W 2 FITHET, WO Rz
RIS, B e f R FHE L 20 uE o kv & T IEHE ) o gt & fif
LTV 3, Newdow!lZE Tk, T3UEME) & THESRME) 22 5L LT, ¥
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727258 TCeremonial Deism; #E AL, ZOMHEHZTRIET0 5,

- FCeremonial Deismy & [&fAh

Newdow D FHITI1E, BIFIC X 2558 T34F) (Endorsement) #fHIET 3
kb Bk F#E L L ¢, "Ceremonial Deism; O A F2MHEHLN T3,
S FTHAL, TFFT A ) (Endorsement Test) & 1219844F D HIBLynch
v. Domnelly A a2 —F —HHEIRE L 72 "RHEZEL 2 ABEHEI ., Z0nic
Lo T, MHUFREDBOARINT 7 b A F—THDLEVI XAy =P REL R
W R W) HHETH B,

MR 7 A by IZHE U BB O &8 % T > 7219894F D County of
Allegheny v. ACLU., % 7-, Mg 2 Hil&E OHith Tlho 2 2 L oAtz $-
7219855 DMarsh v. Chambers. S 512 "EHDOHH, (Freedom of Speech)
& THEIH ZEIRAETH) LICiE M E LT, KKKDAB ISP E T
WEIERE LI I N D0 E ) % G o 119954 DCapital Square Review and
Advisory Board v. Pinette DFH 72 E3dH %,

MEEALAYELRIER) (Ceremonial Deism) &9 SEZRHICHIN L 7 AP
AZ—=)-B—- A7 —LD¥ETH>7%v A7 (Rostow) ZEFbiTw
%, 1962471 MEFENTEIENIC b i D WITHPfT A 2 DI
WEE LR, RED TREN BEENITALEES RV EEZT,

oA b TG (Deism) KBl TH—EDRM@ERL Tw5, THEp
i) I8RO R, 7 XV ARERIER ICE < DIEH DR > T 7B
T, W ZET, £ D7 A Y AREDRL LN T 5754725 3R
FLTOAFRBERET, trFHzAE L. BALEGOEZANEL 2 &%
Z. FHLAG I N TH o A THIEE) i<k > THRADEA I NT
W ELTWS,

oA bvic kiU, TEEE L. Ea— YUY Y DANE VIRICK o TES
SINTEL TTRH FIC k> TPESIN TS L) TPES 23
DT L —YO TR, W20 0T o TER) il R nEEEE
EEZ TV, MIZK > TAMDITHORTHREINLDTIE AL, FHids



“Pluralism” (#:&D%HEM:) %% 2 2 FHENICBET 23 165
BROL L 7B Mg iR L. TARI o BiEE M 273 L Tw 5, %
o THHER) ol e, & L CoEEZMIL IS 8MMEENLD
ThH»9,

TAYAREDRE, OGN A FRBERER o s oz, THA
Me) ZIARE L7 "IMRDBUN, ZERT 2 ENTER, TOBIFIEA XY
ADHHD X I IO 2 FEBL T 2 BB Tla e <. TR OMER] 2 5F 2 BB
ELTHAELTWS, 2o THANE 2RARIC, "FEEFKT 2 A K
VL7,

THAME ZRARICEEINZITIHRED Y 7 —Y = 7 HHEFES (The
Virginia Declaration of Rights) @#165i2B VT, =7« YV v id TRLDH
Hy 2SHi7 2 T8 T, TR ThrRzR L, M58k 5 5%)
(Fullest Toleration) &\ 5% M), (All men are equally entitled
to the free exercise of religion) &) SHEITESIEA T2, TR Y AT
BT EHEWHE A TEE) 20 AL cAEInRETH - 7,

TAYHEFEOBMNIER AR L X P27 7= ¥ (Thomas
Jefferson) &, TE#HZ) WEL T3 boo, BRMIZIE Deism; R4
WALEMT S Tw®, THAME 280 LT T7 X ) AMNIESE) 2idE
L. "MBHDHAM) ZEHHLL 9 28R Z AL 72250 THAME Off& % FE
L7zblFTldkv, INBED L) BENTH L D0, ZnriEARL T2 F
HOAH b ED X MR 2 OBE&RZ ML L 723Tid kv,

FCeremonial Deism; & H&EH A IZ 19624 LA O MEH R O R RO T
Bicfibni T s, AVERTHHEPHEOMHIH INLD0E ) -
7219624E D Engel v. Vitale, AL TR O INTAT DTS THEATEE 2 180 2 HD
EEEZ R U 7219844 D Marsh v. Chambers. NIN7RIBHTIC B T 5 SN
Yo &M % 4 o 7219854%ELynch v. Donnelly, A U X 9 72 N2 D 19894
County of Allegheny v. ACLU% ED3d 5, 7272, #4licE T TCeremonial
Deism; OWAERZ OFEMEICBIL TiE, REBFHIN TR,
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- TCeremonial Deism, DX

Fa—F =YL, EEFIEFLROBEZTFEL >Ob ., LR
BRI B T, EMEREONER] %2 ED X ) ISFHITTRE D, 202D
HHt L ¢, TCeremonial Deism; Of&%EZFCw2, LHL. ZOJEM
. RS E L. TABOUROHER ZE7 T2 w9 XD ZBOR & DBORMER]
DIFERAT ) RICICHH E > T %, MIEMGRE OMEF]) DEE 2 i/ MR IS Ik
DBk E LT, HHINDTH %,

CDJFEEITIE 4 DDEMFDFT 64, T s DEMF 27 T 8RR
'Ceremonial Deism; O#ilgN & S, GELHAM SN2,

1. BREEEME (History and Ubiquity)

fCeremonial Deismy ¥4 3 217413, FEFBNAZHNZR S, #EED
HPHNICHTAET 2 &0 5 3l L 20 R T 2, 2O 2B L TIEE
RoELROTEELITLS 2 HO, HEWICE S, Y% D A% (enough
persons) 2SHEMIZHZIF, o2 NE2ZIFANT L BRED A, @ o
) BEEL TR0 EEZ2TnwS, ZDfiklE TCeremonial Deism; #j
Ricd b, ML - 3l & LTifbiig, KaHic, TS & c, Wl
BOIREEAOE K FBUIC X 5 T32Ff (Endorsement) &HIEi Sz,

2. TERHRF D PHEEHI VLRV, (Absence of worship or prayer)

FHICBVTURD R ABRIE. TH 2R EDQYHEE. & 2RO TFHNIT
B, BN & o TARINICERIEE N2 L) R Ay TIN5 Th 5
EL. 20k ik RAnir U, KREOBINOT AR LIZ AR5
TLE) LT3,

3. "EDRBADESKEM7%L, (Absence of reference to particular
religion)

HHrEMER>T "REEDFRB KEKT LI LT EP XETHD, L

L. FEICE R AT THEBENI ARSI [T 2 L0 ) HTIER
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Vo 707 TREATN T 2R S 2212 B B FHE DFEBDMEDOTFH L D b
INTw3) kI RGBEXHIUE, 21Ut THFSNAHIPH) Zi@Bx. TEHEHL
BILSRIH) B EHEZ B,

4. FEHARICEAITIRINEEDOER
FHICBET 28R Z2 % X IR Z 2%, L L, FHIceL ik
ot LTHHEYT S Tk © T 8RS TEZMNEREH, O
#  (Scrutiny) Z%its b D TIEAE,

TAVARBOCRAICERINEEE A 23— F —HRII D X5 Ic&KB
LTw2, "2EEE2E/HT2E LI LD, WRER>TL2THARKE
[T 27D TH D, £, FRERBT HOOEELKEETH S, —
H. PEORESBIRDITHOFHE L L <, NEBNESRBH->TH, [7HL
REEERT 208375 . WRINZAFRNSES 28T, ARIicE->Th
IDEAETRIANPLTVLDEL S, L DARDBNT 5 2 Ll TRiE
DFEBMOFAIY bEHET 2, BINORIZIHIT2 2 Lickhs, & 5
LOEPINT 55N %700 PEIRBEEDOKMIIIORNERZ L LTS,

- TEndorsement Test; & TCoercion Tests DEf%

Fa—) =R E Ropc, 7 A b (Coercion Test) I2h &
KLTw%, 59 KME T TEndorsement Test; & TCoercion Test;
DEFE#EZ M, TUnder Gody 2L Tw2a06THALH, Al LD,
Newdow D FfHlizEB T, Ceremonial Deism; ®DJFHIE, "Coercion Test)
& "Endorsement Testy ERIU L HICHEMAT 22 L TEDL EHEZ TV 5,
BL W E i & DREATEZEHR L TOZ ETHAL ).

—J5. HEE 2 OB L BEASIER I A R TR S N B FRIC S B L T
VW5, TZHUIBUFD AR & TCeremonial Deismy 258849 2 178) 2 A5l
LThEwEwifitidiwv, ZOEOEEHIIVLE2ERIINLT, 21
DIRBTHN, THETHN, BiATHN, RAICHEEZBH T2 L3 TSR
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v & TCeremonial Deismy O#iBAY 7 A ~) 22 5 X 9 Hid
TnELTWwa,

¥ 7z, NewdowlZxf L € MERIXIEDEHK IC KT % Newdow D Pk D ZIX|
LS BfETE %, Lo L. TOne Nation Under Gody O M Z2I%H5H ¥ 75
WELTH, 20T & TEBENZEIEGIE) OREO HZITIE% 6 %0, #f
RRBIINT 2H 2 EDE KIIFHNEL» E 2, BT wlETh
5,9 LR, 7 AV AT, FRNSEPERIEL B 20 EH D 2%
Wi L, PEIRIE D 2 BREDOFHNEEOENTHIUL, FETHIEE
TEDLBZITANTOUIR S 2V ERBL TW 5,

—Ji. Aa—F—HEHIT7T A HOFEELOPTERSINTE THIME,
DA ERFUC DT 5, FRBINEL D THR O 27 L TELH
FEnbH b, LrL, MLLAHMAEET 2401, THHIZ2RBIETE
(FRHATH 2 ) IEM~DFEZ YW 2 Fi2, @R ERDSELENSE N 2R 5 b 7%
iz s nfix, 2CERRIETH LY L,

@ TCeremonial Deism; DIEFHD R & BRER

P72 B E LT TCeremonial Deism; %% 'Endorsement Test; % X 0
FE L, HrRBREIGT 28 O—2 L L THRRINZLIEIZAE »,
LoL, = TIOBFBICEZ { DMEBIA T2, MfEhb, 120 T
Fly ZHEZT 209 X0, ZEIREDVBIRE DNT Vv AZIS L) AT v
AIHKIRL TV B HTH %5, B0 iuUL, "ZEIRDFHIIT A, T
FEPECRDENTWEE 51X, PEIRIFZDTHZEEL TRITANLRE
TH2) EHEATVRE, INTE, WHEORWVELOPTRERY)BMA TS 5
) OHERNYRD TEHEEDS IR,

—Ji. T AV A OBHEDHRYUE . IR FEDNER L T 5 3D L
THPICERINBRETHEVLHL R LTS, flziE, TEMOEE ok L
THT7 XY A ADEI% L, EWENEZ KL ToiWw? Loltimsd b, £/
RO EZ ) 12O L 72 HE IS T 2 BUANET D EZ L wb D23 5,

20024E12 55 9 &K MIFHFT T, "TUnder God; O@E#EHHREZ F L7y F74
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Y BHE (Judge Goodwin) 13 b Filibin» & M At 2 O, _ERETI1399
— 0. FEETIZ4I3— 3 &) JTEEIIN 287 TIREERGEY SidhiTw b, &
Bodicld, MIIIEROWIKTIE v EBHICEET 25 b Blbhi, o
£ LBORINENL, & 2 W I3HERIEE T, MEeERE O TR 2L Tw
CHIE, ERICHEETH 2 FIr TSNS,

- ZERE DERD ARREDEFZZEZ L TVS DM

Tid, 2O L) BRI LT, #EmeRIIPEIRD THefll) ZTA DK
TLTRIRT ZRELDD, 59 FTHARL RAGRHOMER 12 1 >OEfT
Hh, Lad, SIRREEIH S 1UTECHRLZbDTH D, £/ THER),
LIESEIARERIC L > TEA I NG VHEBZFOTETH A D, 2ITH S
moE. TaMERE ) LR UHEAZ TR b EXTRELEbNS,

S oICTRA g T, TR EEIE) B L T TR & TABORGEBG
DWEMDOBH Y Si%TF = v 7T BENLFEHBHFEL TRV ESb T
%, DI, ZIUTEWEE ZH S FHEIZFEEL TW 5, Z31h3Davey D Fifhl
Tt S 7 HHGEE QFPE) (Targeting) TH 5 9., —ODEHZI-E
5 L70hR2EHRLTFI NGV, Ev) DT, TSBIREE 28 TR
#y ZWELTORVHE ) PEET B INTEL, LrL. Zhd
TaciErwEEBEILIoNTLD,

TAVAEEIC "SRIRFEB & TORIRTEEL L oMR OB ) BT
ZHHESHIL b, FEL T &0 ) IR AR BRI L <L RIS L3
% X 9 ICUCLA School of Lawd 7y =— 2 « 7 — A + (Kenneth Karst) #%7
3 R L T 5,

BT LS BER

THERl & LCHERET 2 2K L LT, THPRENEI S EAIC, 2
NoZHRT MWD 5, TEAGREOMHAN 23, HOCOFBNER LERXT
2,ec. 2ne HERL 9 2HR) 34%ETH A 9, "Ceremonial Deism
DIFEFLTIE, Z DOBEREDME) < RHDNZ L A L\,
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JeR. T HEGT 2R X EEREROELOhTRS SN0 H o
7oo B 21X, 19854F D H il Wallace Tl BEDMFED 5 WIFIEA ISR S
ZHMDBHFSIN TR B 0D, AN 1 AT FHRIZEATETH S I,
2D OB B S, BRI T 2 HICAR 210 TH D, ZDLI
IARILZ B RE L SRR R AR BIB S 2 X D B IEME (k2w A
L. 20filEZREL T2,

- KBNS BB L TWD

Jefifikan7e X 91T, Newdow D 5] O i =i 2 D HIWT IF K D BEE 2> 5 HL
THD R W RRATETH o7 19405 D Gobitis DWW % 7 L. 19434E D West
Virginia Board of Education v. Barnette D Ff5|Tlx. TEBOHIL, % i&EE L HIW
LTWw3, 2K, REEROLHIZIZIE-EHL T3, 19624EDEngeld ¥
BlCHre P EOMFEZ &R TH 5 1M L. 19634 D Schempp D HHIIC 35> T
b, WHO—-Hiz WG 5 T L IEE LW L. SRl 72 19854F O Wallace
v. Jaffree D FIBAIGIFICE T 2 BE D EE L LT3, 512, 19924ED Lee v.
Weisman T, XN 2 B8 L TOUR L9tk 217 ) HLEE LWL Tw
%, L2 L. 20044EDNewdowTlx. "Under God; ®A-7 THERDEE %
fAELLTw 2,

- HROBIEFIFF S NERS

—Ji. 02 E LD oI, TIERMGEH OWER] 23FE D 2o THEF])
ELTHAET 2RI INGL BoT0R 5, 7 AU WS TIRRRL BRI
HEROAZ DGR LS., SAPHOAO RO TREE EET 2 Al
ZFHELTOS, EX VR MGEL. HOADFBIHERN % L EIRFH EF L X
b NnD I EEEFELTL S,

ZD &) BEEOEA L ZUHER ) FRBEGAFEE L Tw 22T
MRl ORI 2 ThRIN 2B & 30T s g, BIENT, B4R AR
RPN D HEE & L7 MR & L CHRET 52 Z LB E S nb, F, B
DR EZEMT 27201cb . ZRRLERIEL 5 2 THERl & LTSN
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TV HEPEHETDH %,

- TEndorsement Test; OFFEN 3 "Rk, OHEHIEKRTH S

FCeremonial Deism; DEASETICOIUEDL Y EDS> T E L FEIR, 15
Bl DHEINZHFEZEDL)ICHKET 2D LI R THoT, T
TEndorsement Test; Oi&ime Il L T3,

B ZIE, TSR T A by ThHIUR, TBIND R 2525 2 v 2 —oM) O
Wiz 523 T ) RED &) RIS LT, FERTIIER E L TEBIN 2B
#1 (Reasonable Observers) 2SEEHEIC X T & 72, Newdow DFHNZ E T
b T2 NEDEHIN W 21T ) 220 T L IR B »Th il
DHEZZRFML 95 5, s, TOT A F2HEZIX ERSLHS DS Z R
S YU) D EEZ NI D B I FH R 13 L v, BlA L SFEEAHIET I LT
b, ZIUFEIROL RS E LTINS 2HiflEoTH 2, &, THHE
Rz NIEL OFITIE, FERS UL 22T 252 b F i HEi» T 5
A a—F—HHIIEZI T,

L. 29 THAHID. PIZIE, RO K9 ZEPKEI 2, 7XV AT
3. TEBRN 72 A OFEHE ) 23 UIE U IE— I E . S 512, Z Akt
WME L A& THERMNZREZ HoTwE, Z2DARDBE 5I2Z Oftifd# %
i FERT UL, URBIICHIE RN TOBR EFA XA, L
5. HERED VFEEME ML IEEEL 25 THH ),

FSIc, &2 —EDNHAMEACHEZD L THEMT 57201cd, ShkiE22
EL, mOMIAIET 2 Mm-S OMER] 1IEEZ > T S FHE,
REEIC &> OFFICHE R ERICZ>Twe Ellbn s,

A D—F—HEOELRHE

Newdow 2 8\ Tl &7 & 2 —F+ —HFHOFERTRFRD —HiIc b il T8
&0, HEHIE, TREROGEIVHBNIIZMT 2200 Ltk whs, FHN %
SHETREHsNTY, AHNAAMEZNZIBHMICH L THAL b D7
EMRETHTHS . MANRENDSF X, DNEGHTCBINYRRICS
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K¥ 52 LT snkntBbng, RSB 2 FESIEOHIPEZ FiH T
LEEICh AR DEFICE T 2 FBEROLEZ MG L THA T 5 2 L3
Ktz ERR, BINOITAIFEROPEGEEN T AD R E LTV

F 7o TODENLFH BRI X > TEE S, FHEVARICERL T&
7oo ZOEDRE. W, Ty b—. HEIC, ST 25 RBHo72E LTDH
BlIZHoBv, FENDOZREMRMET 2903, ERELZ 2ELE2 YW
259%bDTHS; ELTWVD,

Fe. URBSIHE) OMBICL SR L TwS, MFEHESIEIZ, AKX Y R &
FIMMTORTEEZHMIET 2 2 E2EBKL T e LT, BIfEIE. 2TOFRE
HNRLOWAPEE SN TV 5, BB T, TFEEEHE 2 T2 T
HNRLOWA 2@, LTwa, o) TEMGHRHOWERN, BPRCHEL T
WEHZERL TV 5,

® h—<2¥E (Justice Thomas) DRI

BEOEESHOFIRTIFERD

P AR v 7 2 A R, A a— LIRS BORE R 2
TP L T 223, ZDRNZTZZ 2 IO FH LR ) RE>Tw5, fl
ZAE, CHREIR IR SR D SEH D> 6 FLCL Newdow D FHlEANEEIZ 72 5 X
EMEICH D EFRLT0S, LaL. ZHUE. Newdow? "Under God; 7%
B L) DT L WEOHEF RGBS EE > T L5 ) D
Th b, HIZIE. Leev. Weisman?s £ %2 GEICTRETH 5 LR T 5,

- TEBBIZRIERE, FMNCFBERATERWN

RAE, S oMficd -7 TEZEEHNZNRGEH) & MEHROAmSIE ok
BDEWICH F X LoD, Free Exercise; 2% L CIHEIEEE 145 D AP
(Incorporation Theory) ZSHAZ L M2 @ H T & % A3, TEstablishment
Clause; I IFfABGRDSRAZE T, MICIFBEHTE RV EFHKS LTS, MTH
B AR ISRy 13, T L AHUTBIR M O RNEFBICTH L TIviT kvt
WO BIANZ KT 5, L MR ATES 21T o T b, JHUEHEHER SO
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KDOVMRE b3 ) Bl oTw 5,

T, 7 A ) AEIERIE SR TRE FEARNITIEMNPR ) D L v
— RN TR IEH o7, L L, HEE. &2 LIMEIESHEDHIE S N, il
A7 (Federalism) 2MER ST % & BIESE 1 & (FRSKEVEEND)

DI EIE, BIEHAZZE L THIICER SN Tw» 5,

PRI 7 25 11 50T SIS BIE B 14581 & > TIRA S 3595 % . 19704
DWalz v. Tax Commissoin of City of New York D S5l DESN R %2 B~ 7=
575 ZH% (Justice William Douglas) & filidv, TTEZAS7 2811 40H 13
19474 D Everson v. Board of Education D FHZ 7% > THIO THIA I N7z EHfER
LTw3,

ARG ICIZ. 7L F vfE (Justice William Brennan) 12X - TR X
NI EIRI AT (Selective Incorporation) & 31277 v 7 ] (Justice
Hugo Black) I & » THIE S I 4Kim A#i# (Total Incorporation) & 2%
Hob, ELOoDOFHEESTHEES1LZIIREDFEIMICEHH SN S, Bl
1E, TEIZWI 2R IS 22 0 2R < LW I BUESEARTIE 2\, B 72 A IEE
BRI LERR AR Z A L w3

WEICE T, TEBEN ARG OWHOH L I 6. TEZEE AL
W, & MEZOHAMSEE, OMEOECDHmFINTLI EIEH o, ZDOERIC
il A DOMER]) 2T 2MEIEE 1 4l THRIZMHNI SRS EEnT
WEDODEVIFBIRINT VDS, Lo L, Ziud THEZEWH SRS
DY TE 22\ &0 ) KIGDRE TR B WIGEaB S v, XL, 2029
DiFERPHFE I N TV ERb H 5, 2D L) BHGwHZEHT 2 1 ARIcfilin
27 v—H¥TH b,

F—<2HHE, A Z—-v— 27—V D7 =% (Akhil Amar) ®
X 6, B 1 S 8 HISHIi o T E DY 45 (Necessary and
Proper Clause) B9 &z 51 L <. TEBE SIS OMWEY I
KLTw3, P—22HRHFZ0FEmR» 6D, H FT TEHEENIEEIESIH)
MBI TE RV ETIRL TS,

S ETHRL, TRED OIS DRz R S 7Dl 5 4 GEHE
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RaBHETH 2w — v (Marshall) TH 5, ENETOAEEEZ S -7
18194E D McCulloch v. Maryland T. FEFEIZE W THRIZMER (732 - {78 - 7l
BB 3) ZHIRBUN AP RAT T 2 72 oic, TaBEh D5l 2 a2
T BERPEILHESICE AN TWEE L, ZOFRHEEZFMICHRT L2 L
12 & o T EEEEA ICIEBVRINEIR D5 2 5 N TW» 5 L MR ZIREEL Tw
7o SHUT X THICHZL T 7 2 ) A CHIBEEAERL S 0, dBEL
D ENEMED R S Z IR L T2 7D TH 5,

—Ji. b= RHFEO TTEZRNIES RSy (& DEIREES Ay Ty I T
TEHZMIET 28 TH S, L) RIUIIESR 2> T b7 ) B AL
EElbng, BEEERHEOBELREL 2271 vV vid, il k9
2. T =Y T7HAES T TEE & THERL N EERERS . BRI
TR 72 2 A, 2 5 2 T B, 2178641 T 7 — = 7 MEH A Hk
DN H e > T, BARTTThH L BN L TORNWMBELED T
fity (General Assessment) #BélkL. "RBORNEN) DIRAD YR % kR
LTw3,

DX REEERFO~T 4V by TEBENIZEIRESIEH) ORifiE D)
ekl T WGEALZE LTH, ZNDHEOREICE L1358 2w,

- gl SIPEETRIEENSEZ L&

b —= 2 fFHIx T 2 b (Coercion Test) (2B L T b HEF D547 %
FAL T2, Tl &g, SERMICIZEHIC X > Tl S oy < Mgl 7
ALy DERKERDY LI EEGVTERL T3, LML TEfl &
3#E 2%\, D% D, TCoercion Test; DHiFAZ I b FREL T B D TH
%,

JeRE DLee DI R D HIWI D EE > T EFEF LR L THEH T A b
(Coercion Test) DIEZHBMEES TV 67 EHIAL TW3, LeeD
Tl BRI X o THBIERFI S N Tidve v, L L, RER0EER HIC
BEBRIETE 5 LIFB A B\, Z2ORMT, WD & BEZITI v )
FEERO I B, BEIGEROAHZRVC 2 HICR 5, EETIE, Z0k)
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ERZE 25 A, 2% TRl LERERIEE A T, L, b
< AHFED K 12 Tl A by ZEACHIEIT R E LI UE. 5
FCHREED T L CERHAWORELBIRIER 62 kD,

A TTHA LEFROS L OERICHMNT VD, TERKEFZHDTHE
DIAFIT, Lb MWW AHMRZ>T 4 Y DR LD T, 20M&D%
S, #iko @ity oFEE VW X, TARE H2vix THAN.
THESE ) ICHEL T 2™ LR w 3, TEZROT AR IS 13 TRk
DERICBIRB 2V E W) BRI H 2D TH 5 9 b2

. 21HHCISE 1T 2 EARE DEFIE XK DR

SGRALDORERIC A D . NewdowD BRI ED kY I2abiEh, EnkHic
MEMT SN TELZDYL, FIKREHFTCOMmFEY D, FEPEHEOEAE
Hh BiFTaiw,

(1) BIKEFHFATRAS NICER
- 3RAZHEAT S

Fef b il 7z k9 iz, 2002 D 5 9 KMEH T D 7y F o4 v EAE
(Judge Alfred Goodwin) DHIWiZeKZErE, HOML Windz 5] Sk
Ll UL, COFHEMEETEML 2RI, LA, WEICHA R
HRDPM S CELT 70 —FZDHDT, WHbWBIHETY 73 v 7 RIHT
Hotee HBERT, FEROEFRESHTOIGRZ FH L TuDhrd Lk
W,

22O &N JE I, 19844E D Lynch v. Donnelly DFfi| < F a2 —F —H|
HOHEE L 22385 2 + TEndorsement Test; ToH b, 19894 D Allegheny
D FPIT & T 4 (Justice Kennedy) 23828 L 72 T il 7 2 b
(Coercion Test), 1972412428 & 17z TLemon Test; TH - 7z, FER DM
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Hibbs, Director, Arizona Department of Revenue v. Winn (542 U.S. 88,72004)

Elk Grove Unified School District v. Newdow (542 U.S. 1 ,2004)

McCreary County v. ACLU (N0.03-1693,2005)

Van Orden v. Perry (N0.03-1500,72005)

- Recent Dissertations and Theses

Steven H. Shiffrin — The Pluralistic Foundations of The Religion Clauses
Cornell Law Review in 2004 (90 Cornell L. Rev. 9)

Douglas Laycock — Theology Scholarship, The Pledge of Allegiance, and
Religious Liberty : Avoiding The Extremes but Missing The Liberty,
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Harvard Law Review in 2004 (118 Harv. L. Rev. 155)

Charles J. Russo — The Supreme Court and Pledge of Allegiance : Does
God Still Have a Place in American Schools ? Brigham Young University
Education and Law Journal in 2004 (2004 BYU Educ. & L. J. 301)

Emily D. Newhouse — 1 Pledge Allegiance To The Flag of The United
States of America: One Nation Under No God, Texas Tech Law Review in
2004 (35 Tex. Tech L. Rev. 383)

The Harvard Law Review Association— Leading Case: C. Standing
Harvard Law Review in 2004 (118 Harv. L. Rev. 426)

Linda P. Mckenzie — The Pledge of Allegiance: One Nation Under God ?
Arizona Law Review in 2004 (46 Ariz. L. Rev. 379)

Arnold H. Loewy —The Positive Reality and Normative Virtues of A
“Neutral” Establishment Clause, Brandeis Law Journal in 2003 (41
Brandeis L. J. 533)

Steven G. Gey— “Under God”, The Pledge of Allegiance, and Other
Constitutional Trivia, North Carolina Law Review in 2003 (81 N. C.L. Rev.
1865)

Charles Gregory Warren— No Need to Stand on Ceremony : The
Corruptive Influence of Ceremonial Deism and the Need for a
Separationist Reconfiguration of the Supreme Court's Establishment
Clause Jurisprudence, Mercer Law Review in 2003 (54 Mercer L. Rev.
1669)

Paul Andonian — One Nation, Without God ? -A Note on The Ninth
Circuit's Decision in Newdow v. United States Congress Holding that
Reciting The Pledge of Allegiance in Public Schools Violates The
Establishment Clause and therefore Unconstitutional, Southwestern
University Law Review in 2003 (33 Sw. U. L. Rev. 119)

John E. Thompson — What's the Big Deal? The Unconstitutionality of God
in The Pledge of Allegiance, Harvard Civil Rights-Civil Liberties Law
Review in 2003 (38 Harv. C.R.-C.L. L. Rev. 563)

Keith Werhan — Navigating the New Neutrality: School Vouchers, The
Pledge, and The Limits of A Purposive Establishment Clause, Brandeis
Law Journal in 2003 (41 Brandeis L. J. 603)

Edward J. Eberle — Roger William's Gift: Religious Freedom in America
Roger Williams University Law Review in 1999 (4 Roger Williams U. L.
Rev. 425)
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Steven B. Epstein — Rethinking The Constitutionality of Ceremonial
Deism, Columbia Law Review in 1996 (96 Colum. L. Rev. 2083)

Notes

1) Locke v. Davey — Given the historic and substantial state interest at issue,
we therefore cannot conclude that the denial of funding for vocational
religious instruction alone is inherently constitutionally suspect.

2) Wash. Rev. Code §28B.10.814 (1997) — “No aid shall be awarded to any
student who is pursuing a degree in theology”

3) Locke v. Davey — If any room exists between the two Religion Clauses, it
must be here.

4) Hibbs v. Winn — STOs must disburse as scholarship grants at least 90
percent of contributions received, —

5) By Emily Dupuis, Medill News Service — Overwhelmingly the funds
went to religious-based institutions. Out of a total $ 1, 815, 799 received
by these organizations from taxpayers in 1998, at least 94 percent went to
students attending religious schools.

6) Hibbs v. Winn— The Director moved to dismiss the action, relying on the
TIA, which reads in its entirety : “The district courts shall not enjoin,
suspend or restrain the assessment, levy or collection of any tax under
State law where a plain, speedy and efficient remedy may be had in the
courts of such State.” (28 U. S. C. §1341)

7) By Gina Holland, Associated Press (Jan. 20, 2004) — Goddard said 44
states have some type of income tax credit and are worried about
extensive federal court fights.

8) Gobitis — National unity is the basis of national security.

9) Id, — “But all these specific activities of government presuppose the
existence of an organized political society. The ultimate foundation of a
free society is the biding tie of cohesive sentiment. Such a sentiment is
fostered by all those agencies of the mind and sprit which may serve to
gather up the traditions of a people, transmit them from generation to
generation, and thereby create that continuity of a treasured common life
which constitutes a civilization.”

10) Id., — Government may not interfere with organized or individual
expression of belief or disbelief. Propagation of belief-or even of disbelief
in the supernatural-is protected, whether in church or chapel, mosque,
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synagogue, tabernacle or meetinghouse.

11) Barnette — National unity as an end which officials may foster by
persuasion and example is not in question. The problem is whether
under our Constitution compulsion as here employed is a permissible
means for its achievement.

12) Id, — We set up government by consent of the governed, and the Bill
of Rights denies those in power any legal opportunity to coerce that
consent. Authority here is to be controlled by public opinion, not public
opinion by authority.

13) Id, — 1t is now a commonplace that censorship or suppression of
expression of opinion is tolerated by our Constitution only when the
expression presents a clear and present danger of action of a kind the
State is empowered to prevent and punish.

14) Id., — If there is any fixed star in our constitutional constellation, it is
that no official, high or petty, can prescribe what shall be orthodox in
politics, nationalism, religion, or other matters of opinion or force
citizens to confess by word or act their faith therein. If there are any
circumstances which permit an exception, they do not now occur to us.

15) By Richard Tomkins, UPI White House Correspondent (Oct. 25) —
Newdow had, until last month, little or no custodial rights to the child,
whose mother he never marred.

16) Warth v. Seldin — In essence the question of standing is whether the
litigant is entitled to have the court decide the merits of the dispute or of
particular issues. This inquiry involves both constitutional limitations on
federal-court jurisdiction and prudential limitations on its exercise.

17) 19) Valley Forge — Beyond the constitutional requirements, the federal
judiciary has also adhered to a set of prudential principles that bear on
the question of standing. Thus, this Court has held that “the plaintiff
generally must assert his own legal rights and interests, and cannot rest
his claim to relief on the legal rights or interests of third parties.” (Warth
v. Seldin) In addition, even when the plaintiff has alleged redressable
injury sufficient to meet the requirements of Art. IIl, the Court has
refrained from adjudicating “abstract questions of wide public
significance” which amount to “generalized grievances,” pervasively
shared and most appropriately addressed in the representative branches.
(Id., at 499-500) Finally, the Court has required that the plaintiff's
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complaint fall within “the zone of interests to be protected or regulated
by the statute or constitutional guarantee in question.” (4ssociation of Data
Processing Service Orgs. v. Camp)

18) Warth v. Seldin — The Art. III judicial power exists only to redress or
otherwise to protect against injury to the complaining party, even though
the court's judgment may benefit others collaterally. A federal court's
jurisdiction therefore can be invoked only when the plaintiff himself has
suffered “some threatened or actual injury resulting from the putatively
illegal action ...”

20) Constitutional Law (Principles and Policies) by Erwin Chemerinsky p.56
— Thus, it is hardly surprising that standing has been the topic of
extensive academic scholarship and that the doctrines are frequently
attacked.

21) Elk v. Newdow — The Court today erects a novel prudential standing
principle in order to avoid reaching the merits of the constitutional claim.

22) Id, — Instead it involves a substantial federal question about the
constitutionality of the School District's conducting the pledge ceremony,
which is the source of our jurisdiction

23) Id., — Congress revisited the Pledge of Allegiance 12 years later when it
amended the text to add the words “under God.” Act of June 14, 1954, ch.
297, 68 Stat. 249. The House Report that accompanied the legislation
observed that, “[f] rom the time of our earliest history our peoples and
our institutions have reflected the traditional concept that our Nation
was founded on a fundamental belief in God.” H. R. Rep. No. 1693, 83d
Cong., 2d Sess., p.2 (1954). The resulting text is the Pledge as we know
it today : “I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the United States of America,
and to the Republic for which it stands, one Nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.” 4 U. S. C. § 4.

24) Id, — Our Court Marshal's opening proclamation concludes with the
words “‘God save the United States and this honorable Court.”” The
language goes back at least as far as 1827. O. Smith, Early Indiana Trials
and Sketches: Reminiscences (1858) (quoted in 1 C. Warren, The Supreme
Court in United States History 469 (rev. ed. 1926)) .

25) Id., — As its history illustrates, the Pledge of Allegiance evolved as a
common public acknowledgement of the ideals that our flag symbolizes.
Its recitation is a patriotic exercise designed to foster national unity and
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pride in those principles.

26) Id., — There is no doubt that respondent is sincere in his atheism and
rejection of a belief in God. But the mere fact that he disagrees with this
part of the Pledge does not give him a veto power over the decision of the
public schools that willing participants should pledge allegiance to the
flag in the manner prescribed by Congress. There may be others who
disagree, not with the phrase “under God,” but with the phrase “with
liberty and justice for all.” But surely that would not give such objectors
the right to veto the holding of such a ceremony by those willing to
participate.

27) Lynch v. Donnelly (Justice O'Connor) Endorsement sends a message to
nonadherents that they are outsiders, not full members of the political
community, and an accompanying message to adherents that they are
insiders, favored members of the political community.

28) Sutherland, Book Review, 40 Ind. L. J. 83, 86 (quoting Dean Rostow's
1962 delivered at Brown University)

29) The American Deists by Kerry S. Walters p.106

30) Elk v. Newdow — (Justice O'Connor) That sort of understanding can exist
only when a given practice has been in place for a significant portion of
the Nation's history, and when it is observed by enough persons that it
can fairly be called ubiquitous.

31) Id., — “[O] ne of the greatest dangers to the freedom of the individual
to worship in his own way [lies] in the Government's placing its official
stamp of approval upon one particular kind of prayer or one particular
form of religious services.” (Engel v. Vitale) Because of this principle, only
in the most extraordinary circumstances could actual worship or prayer
be defended as ceremonial deism.

32) Id., — Absence of reference to particular religion — the clearest
command of the Establishment Clause is that one religious denomination
cannot be officially preferred over another. (Larson v. Valente)

33) Id., — Minimal religious content— The reference to “God” in the
Pledge of Allegiance qualifies as minimal reference to religion ; —

34) Id, — The coercion test provides that, “at a minimum... government
may not coerce anyone to support or participate in religion or its
exercise, or otherwise act in a way which ‘establishes a [state] religion

L)

or religious faith, or tends to do so.”” Id., at 586 (quoting Lynch, supra, at
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678). Any coercion that persuades an onlooker to participate in an act of
ceremonial deism is inconsequential, as an Establishment Clause matter,
because such acts are simply not religious in character. As a result,
symbolic references to religion that qualify as instances of ceremonial
deism will pass the coercion test as well as the endorsement test. This is
not to say, however, that government could overtly coerce a person to
participate in an act of ceremonial deism.

35) Id., — Michael Newdow's challenge to petitioner school district's policy
is a well-intentioned one, but his distaste for the reference to “one Nation
under God,” however sincere, cannot be the vyardstick of our
Establishment Clause inquiry. Certain ceremonial references to God and
religion in our Nation are the inevitable consequence of the religious
history that gave birth to our founding principles of liberty.

36) Id, — It would be ironic indeed if this Court were to wield our
constitutional commitment to religious freedom so as to sever our ties to
the traditions developed to honor it.

37) A Fox News,/Opinion dynamics poll taken in late June 2002, after the 9th
Court's original decision, indicated more than four out of five Americans
disagreed with the court. A total of 83 percent of the 900 registered voters
questioned nationwide believe the phrase “Under God” was within
constitutional bounds ; 12 percent thought it was unconstitutional and 5
percent were unsure.

38) CNSNews.com (June 28, 2002)

39) Religious Freedom and Equal Citizenship : Reflections on Lukumi by
Kenneth L. Karst (Tulane Law Review)

40) Elk v. Newdow — (Justice Thomas) I conclude that, as a matter of our
precedent, the Pledge policy is unconstitutional. I believe, however, that
Lee was wrongly decided.

41) Id, — (Justice Thomas) As a textual matter, this Clause probably
prohibits Congress from establishing a national religion. But see P.
Hamburger, Separation of Church and State 106, n. 40 (2002) (citing
sources). Perhaps more importantly, the Clause made clear that
Congress could not interfere with state establishments, notwithstanding
any argument that could be made based on Congress' power under the
Necessary and Proper Clause. See A. Amar, The Bill of Rights 36-39(1998) .

42) The Constitution of The United States of America,Article I, Section 8
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— To make all Laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying
into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vested by this
Constitution in the Government of the United States, or in any
Department or Officer thereof.

Akhil Reed Amar — The Bill of Rights (Creation and Reconstruction)
p36-39, in 1998

43) Elk v. Newdow — (Justice Thomas) Lee depended on a notion of “coercion”
that, as I discuss below, has no basis in law or reason. The kind of
coercion implicated by the Religion Clauses is that accomplished “by force
of law and threat of penalty.” Peer pressure, unpleasant as it may be, is not
coercion. But rejection of Lee-style “coercion” does not suffice to settle this
case.

44) Id., — And, although “more extreme notions of the separation of church
and state [might] be attribut[able] to Madison, many of them clearly stem
from ‘arguments reflecting the concepts of natural law, natural rights,
and the social contract between government and a civil society,” [R.
Cord, Separation of Church and State : Historical Fact and Current Fiction
22 (1982)], rather than the principle of nonestablishment in the
Constitution.” (Rosenberger) (Thomas, J., concurring).

45) No Need to Stand on Ceremony : The Corruptive Influence of
Ceremonial Deism and the Need for a Separationist Reconfiguration of
the Supreme Court's Establishment Clause Jurisprudence by Charles
Gregory Warren — The Court sustained the constitutional legitimacy of
legislative prayer as permissible “acknowledgement” of religion that did
not threaten the integrity of the Establishment Clause.

46) Elk v. Newdow — As its history illustrates, the Pledge of Allegiance
evolved as common public acknowledgement of the ideals that our flag

symbolizes. Its recitation is a patriotic exercise designed to foster
national unity and pride in those principles. (Underline added)

47) Newdow v. Congress — “In short, I cannot accept the eliding of the simple
phrase “under God” from our Pledge of Allegiance in any setting, when
it is obvious that its tendency to establish religion in this county or to
interfere with the free exercise (or non-exercise) of religion is de
minimis.” (Underline added)

48) “Under God,” The Pledge of Allegiance, and Other Constitutional Trivia
by Steven G. Gey — In Judge Fernandez's view, the Religion Clauses are
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nothing more than “an early kind of equal protection provision [intended
to] assure that government will neither discriminate for nor discriminate
against a religion or religions.

49) Charles Gregory Warren — No Need to Stand on Ceremony : The
Corruptive Influence of Ceremonial Deism and the Need for a
Separationist Reconfiguration of the Supreme Court's Establishment
Clause Jurisprudence, Mercer Law Review in 2003 (54 Mercer L. Rev.
1669)

50) Id., — Threatening Conscience and Citizenship:Harm to the Individual.
Secularization and ceremonial deism function as symbolic governmental
endorsements of religion that threaten the nonadherent with potential
ostracism from the political community.

51) Id., — Encouraging Exclusion and Erecting Barriers : Harm to Society.
The symbolic endorsements of religion represented by exercises of
ceremonial deism or civil religion threaten the social fabric of American
society because they provide an incentive for intolerance by those
groups favored by the governmental endorsement.

52) Id., — Secularizing the World and Enfeebling Spiritual Experience:
Harm to religion— However, the Court's current reliance upon
ceremonial deism as component of its Establishment Clause
jurisprudence encroaches upon religious autonomy.

53) Id., — it denies the fundamental dynamic of our constitutional
system-judicial review.— Instead, it admitted that “standing alone,
historical patterns cannot justify contemporary violations of
constitutional guarantees.

54) Paul Andonian — One Nation, Without God ? — A Note on The Ninth
Circuit's Decision in Newdow v. United States Congress Holding that Reciting
The Pledge of Allegiance in Public Schools Violates The Establishment
Clause and therefore Unconstitutional. Southwestern University Law
Review in 2003, (33 Sw. U. L. Rev. 119) — The 1954 Act makes no mention
of reciting or participating in the recital of the Pledge. Section 52720
encourages the recital of the Pledge —.

55) California Education Code Section 52720 — “In very public elementary
school — there shall be conducted appropriate patriotic exercise. The
giving of the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag of the United States of
America shall satisfy the requirements of this section.”
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56) Newdow v. Congress — (Judge Goodwin) Justice O'Connor's “endorsement
test” effectively collapsed the first two prongs of the Lemon test : The
Establishment Clause prohibits government from making adherence to a
religion relevant in any way to a person's standing in the political
community. Government can run afoul of that prohibition in two
principle ways.

57) Id., — United States Court of Appeals for The Ninth Circuit (2002)

Judge Fernandez — Were we to do so, the one that appeals most to me,
the one I think to be correct, is the concept that what the religion clauses
of the First Amendment require is neutrality —.

58) John E. Thompson—What's the Big Deal? The Unconstitutionality of
God in the Pledge of Allegiance

59) Van Orden v. Perry — (Chief Justice Rehnquist) From at least 1789, there
has been an unbroken history of official acknowledgment by all three
branches of government of religion's role in American life.

60) Farewell to Christendom by Thomas J. Curry — p8-11, The United States
Constitution defined American Government as secular, as having no
power at all in religious matters, that is, religious belief, practice,
doctrine, or devotion. — Thomas Jefferson explained that the federal
government was endowed with “civil power alone” and could not
prescribe “any religious exercises” or “assume authority in religious
discipline.”
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