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“Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion …”
· U.S. Constitution, Amendment I
“Our national coinage in its devices and legends should indicate the Christian character of our nation, and declare our trust in God.”

· 1862 Annual Report of the Director of the Mint
“We claim to be a Christian nation -- ... Our national coinage ... should declare our trust in God -- in Him who is the “King of Kings and Lord of Lords.”

· 1863 Annual Report of the Director of the Mint
“Why should this distinct and unequivocal recognition of the sovereignty of God, of Him who is “the King of kings and Lord of lords,” be confined to our bronze coinage? … Let our nation in its coinage honor Him ….”

· 1864 Annual Report of the Director of the Mint
“[T]he gold and silver coins of the mint of the United States will have impressed upon them, by national authority, the distinct and unequivocal recognition of the sovereignty of God, and our nation’s trust in Him. We have added to our nation’s honor by honoring Him who is “King of kings and Lord of lords.”
· 1865 Annual Report of the Director of the Mint
“Happy is the Nation, whose God is the Lord.” 

· 1866 Annual Report of the Director of the Mint
Plaintiffs in this action challenge the use of the phrase “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency. They do so alleging as follows:
JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. This is a civil action claiming violations of the First and Fifth Amendments of the Constitution of the United States of America. As such, this Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1331 TA \l "28 U.S.C. § 1331" \s "28 U.S.C. § 1331" \c 2 .

2. This is a civil action claiming violations of 42 U.S.C. § 2000bb et seq TA \l "42 U.S.C. § 2000bb et seq" \s "42 U.S.C. § 2000bb et seq" \c 2 . (Religious Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA TA \s "RFRA" )). As such, this Court has jurisdiction under 42 U.S.C. § 2000bb-1(c) and 28 U.S.C. § 1331 TA \s "28 U.S.C. § 1331" .

3. This action is founded in part upon the Constitution of the United States of America. As such, this Court has jurisdiction over Defendant United States of America under 28 U.S.C. § 1346 TA \l "28 U.S.C. § 1346" \s "28 U.S.C. § 1346" \c 2 (a)(2).

4. This action is in the nature of mandamus and seeks to compel the Congress of the United States of America, the United States of America, its agents and its officers, to perform their duties owed Plaintiff under the terms of the First and Fifth Amendment TA \l "U.S. Constitution, Amendment V" \s "Fifth Amendment" \c 7 s of the Constitution of the United States TA \l "28 U.S.C. § 1361" \s "28 U.S.C. § 1361" \c 2  and under 42 U.S.C. § 2000bb et seq. As such, this Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1361 TA \l "28 U.S.C. § 1361" \s "28 U.S.C. § 1361" \c 2 .

5. Defendants are each an officer or employee of the United States, an agency of the United States, or the United States. Each individual Plaintiff resides and/or has an apartment in this judicial district. Venue is therefore proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391 TA \l "28 U.S.C. § 1391" \s "28 U.S.C. § 1391" \c 2 (e)(1)(C).
6. A substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to this claim occurred, occur, or will occur in the Southern District of New York. Venue is therefore proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391 TA \s "28 U.S.C. § 1391" (b)(2) and § 1391(e)(1)(B).
PARTIES

A. PLAINTIFFS
7. Plaintiff Rosalyn Newdow is a citizen of the United States who pays federal taxes each year. Although she resides in New Jersey, she also has an apartment in Manhattan, where she frequently handles United States currency. She is an Atheist and thus definitely does not trust in any God. She is a numismatist, whose purchases of coins from Defendant United States Mint date back at least forty years. Because of the “In God We Trust” verbiage, however, she has felt obligated to stop purchasing the coins, thus being deprived of an investment opportunity she would otherwise partake of. When she looks at the coins she still has, she is personally unwillingly forced to confront the offensive phrase, as she is also unwillingly forced to do when she receives mailers, etc., from the United States Mint, and when she episodically gazes at the coins and currency bills she uses in general commerce. Plaintiff Newdow has also personally been involved in or witnessed discussions where references to the “In God We Trust” motto on the money have been used to bolster the claim that the government may disregard her Atheistic views and to suggest that Atheists should leave the country if they don’t like having the money inscribed with the “In God We Trust” motto. Because Defendants’ decisions to inscribe those words on the money essentially force her to carry the message “In God We Trust,” Plaintiff Newdow’s ability to practice her Atheism free from governmental interference is substantially burdened. More egregiously, she is forced to proselytize for Monotheism when she travels to foreign countries (which she does with some regularity), as she exchanges United States currency for local money. Plaintiff Newdow is a member of NYC Atheists and the Freedom From Religion Foundation.
8. Plaintiff Kenneth Bronstein is a citizen of the United States who pays federal taxes each year. He resides in this judicial district. He is an Atheist and thus definitely does not trust in any God. He is a numismatist, whose purchases of coins from Defendant United States Mint date back over sixty years. Because of the “In God We Trust” verbiage, however, he has opted not to purchase some coins, thus being deprived of an investment opportunity as well as the enjoyment of the hobby. When he looks at the coins he still has, he is personally unwillingly forced to confront the “In God We Trust” phrase, as he is also unwillingly forced to do when he receives mailers, etc., from the United States Mint, and when he episodically gazes at the coins and currency bills he uses in general commerce. Plaintiff Bronstein has also personally been involved in or witnessed discussions where references to the “In God We Trust” motto on the money have been used to bolster the claim that the government may disregard his Atheistic views and to suggest that Atheists should leave the country if they don’t like having the money inscribed with the “In God We Trust” motto. Because Defendants’ decisions to inscribe those words on the money essentially force him to carry the message “In God We Trust,” Plaintiff Bronstein’s ability to practice his Atheism free from governmental interference is substantially burdened. More egregiously, he is forced to proselytize for Monotheism when he travels to foreign countries (which he does with some regularity), as he exchanges United States currency for local money. Plaintiff Bronstein is a member and the current President of NYC Atheists.

9. Plaintiff Benjamin Dreidel is a citizen of the United States who pays federal taxes each year. He resides in this judicial district. He considers himself a Naturalist and Atheist and thus definitely does not trust in any God. He has personally been unwillingly forced to confront the “In God We Trust” verbiage whenever he gazes at the coins and currency bills he uses in general commerce in this judicial district. Because he feels the “In God We Trust” phrase assigns him to a “they” rather than to a “we” status among his fellow Americans, he personally lines out the offensive portions of the “In God We Trust” phrase on the paper currency that comes into his possession. Additionally, he has personally been involved in or witnessed discussions where references to the “In God We Trust” motto on the money have been used to bolster the claim that the government may disregard his Atheistic views and to suggest that Atheists should leave the country if they don’t like having the money inscribed with the “In God We Trust” motto. Because Defendants’ decisions to inscribe those words on the money essentially force him to carry the message “In God We Trust,” Plaintiff Dreidel’s ability to practice his Atheism free from governmental interference is substantially burdened. Plaintiff Dreidel is a member of the Freedom From Religion Foundation.
10. Plaintiff Neil Graham is a citizen of the United States who pays federal taxes each year. He resides in this judicial district. He considers himself an Atheist and thus definitely does not trust in any God. He feels the “In God We Trust” language is so alienating that he has altered his behavior to use as little cash as possible. Nonetheless, he continues to be personally unwillingly forced to confront the “In God We Trust” verbiage whenever he gazes at the coins and currency bills he uses in general commerce in this judicial district. He states, “Every time I look at coins and currency bills, I am reminded that myself and my family are second-class citizens due to my/our religious beliefs.” He has personally been involved in or witnessed discussions where references to the “In God We Trust” motto on the money have been used to bolster the claim that the government may disregard his Atheistic views and to suggest that Atheists should leave the country if they don’t like having the money inscribed with the “In God We Trust” motto. Because Defendants’ decisions to inscribe those words on the money essentially force him to carry the message “In God We Trust,” Plaintiff Graham’s ability to practice his Atheism free from governmental interference is substantially burdened. Plaintiff Graham is a member of the Freedom From Religion Foundation.
11. Plaintiff Julie Woodward is a citizen of the United States who pays federal taxes each year. She resides in this judicial district. She considers herself a Secular Humanist and thus definitely does not trust in any God. She handles United States money on a regular basis, and (in so doing) senses that government – by placing "In God We Trust" on each of its coins and currency bills – is falsely attributing to her a religious belief with which she disagrees. Unwillingly, she has witnessed Defendants’ flyers and other advertising materials for currency prominently displaying the “In God We Trust” motto. These sightings reinforce to her that her beliefs are neither being reflected, honored or protected by her government. Plaintiff Woodward is also a teacher who has, at times, taught the mathematics of coins and currency to elementary school children. With “In God We Trust” on each monetary instrument, she is personally placed in the uncomfortable position of being complicit in the teaching of what she believes is a religious statement to her students. Because Defendants’ decisions to inscribe those words on the money essentially force her to carry the message “In God We Trust” (and, at least passively, to convey that message to the students she teaches), Plaintiff Woodward’s ability to practice her Secular Humanism free from governmental interference is substantially burdened. More egregiously, she is forced to proselytize for Monotheism when she travels to foreign countries (which she does with some regularity), as she exchanges United States currency for local money. Plaintiff Woodward is a member of the Freedom From Religion Foundation.

12. Plaintiffs Jan and Pat Doe
 are citizens of the United States who pay federal taxes each year. They reside within this judicial district. They are both Atheists and thus definitely do not trust in any God. They are also the parents of Doe-Child1 and Doe-Child2, whom they are raising to question the existence of any God. Defendants’ placement of “In God We Trust” on the coins and currency interferes with their parental decisions in this regard. Because how they raise their children in terms of religion is an integral part of their own beliefs, Defendants’ actions substantially burden their ability to practice their Atheism. Jan and Pat Doe are members of NYC Atheists.

13. Doe-Child1 and Doe-Child2 are minor children who are being raised by their parents, Jan and Pat Doe. They have had, continue to have, and will in the future have regular and frequent contacts with the nation’s coins and currency bills. When they are confronted with the power and prestige of the federal government, claiming “In God We Trust” on every coin and currency bill they handle or learn about in school, they are taught that their parents’ Atheism is false. They also suffer alienation and other harms as they learn that, solely on the basis of their sincere religious beliefs, their family exists as a collection of outsiders in their own homeland. 

14. Plaintiffs Alex and Drew Roe are citizens of the United States who pay federal taxes each year. They reside within this judicial district. One is an Atheist, the other an Agnostic. Both definitely do not trust in any God. The Roes are the parents of Roe-Child1, Roe-Child2, and Roe-Child3, whom they are raising to believe that there is no God. Defendants’ placement of “In God We Trust” on the coins and currency undermines the Roes’ parental roles rearing their children adherent to their family’s religious values. Because how they raise their children in terms of religion is an integral part of their own beliefs, the actions of Defendants being challenged in this case substantially burden the Roes’ ability to practice their religion. Alex and Drew Roe are members of the Freedom From Religion Foundation.
15. Roe-Child1, Roe-Child2, and Roe-Child3 are minor children who are being raised by their parents, Alex and Drew Roe. They have had, continue to have, and will in the future have regular and frequent contacts with the nation’s coins and currency bills. With each contact, they are confronted with the fact that the religious beliefs they are forming – and the religious beliefs of their parents – are unacceptable by their own government. They suffer alienation and other harms as they learn that their family exists as a collection of outsiders in their own country, due solely to their sincere religious beliefs. 
16. Plaintiffs Val and Jade Coe are citizens of the United States who pay federal taxes each year. They reside within this judicial district. They are both Atheists and thus definitely do not trust in any God. They are also the parents of Coe-Child1 and Coe-Child2, whom they are raising to question the existence of any God. Defendants’ placement of “In God We Trust” on the coins interferes with their parental decisions in this regard. Because how they raise their children in terms of religion is an integral part of their own beliefs, Defendants’ actions substantially burden their ability to practice their Atheism. Jan and Pat Coe are members of NYC Atheists.

17. Coe-Child1 and Coe-Child2 are minor children who are being raised by their parents, Val and Jade Coe. They have had, continue to have, and will in the future have regular and frequent contacts with the nation’s coins and currency bills. When they are confronted with the power and prestige of the federal government, claiming “In God We Trust” on every coin and currency bill they handle or learn about in school, they are taught that their parents’ Atheism is false. They also suffer alienation and other harms as they learn that their family exists as a collection of outsiders in their own country, due solely to their sincere religious beliefs. 
18. Plaintiff NYC Atheists (NYCA) is an association of Atheists, Agnostics, Freethinkers, Humanists, and Skeptics established as a 501(c)(3) educational group in 2003. NYCA works to ensure equality for all religious belief systems by advocating for the separation of church and state. Located in New York City, NYCA has members in more than twenty states. As a “person,” NYCA is aggrieved by the presence of the purely religious words “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills. NYCA has other members (in addition to the plaintiff members already listed) who live in and have children in this judicial district. Those individuals also confront the offensive phrase with regularity and frequency when they, too, handle money. Accordingly, those other members suffer the same or similar harms as alleged in this Complaint.
19. Plaintiff Freedom From Religion Foundation (FFRF) is a national association of Freethinkers (i.e., Atheists and Agnostics), established as a 501(c)(3) educational group in 1978, which works to keep church and state separate. The Foundation, based in Madison, Wisconsin, has members in every state, including New York. Current total membership is nearly 19,000, of which more than 1,000 are from the State of New York. FFRF – as a “person” – is aggrieved by the presence of the purely religious words “In God We Trust” used on the nation’s coins and currency bills. Furthermore, the approximately 150 other members who reside in this judicial district (who are not among the individual plaintiffs listed) also confront the offensive phrase with regularity and frequency when they, too, handle money. Accordingly, those other members suffer the same or similar harms as alleged in this Complaint.
B. DEFENDANTS
20. Defendant the Congress of the United States of America is the branch of government granted all legislative powers under Article I, Section 1, of the United States Constitution TA \l "U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 1" \s "U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 1" \c 7 . 

21. Defendant the United States of America is the constitutionally established government of the United States of America. 

22. Defendant Timothy F. Geithner is the nation’s Secretary of the Treasury. Pursuant to 31 U.S.C. § 301(b) TA \l "31 U.S.C. § 301" \s "31 U.S.C. § 301" \c 2 , he is “head of the Department [of the Treasury].” Pursuant to 31 U.S.C.  § 321 TA \l "31 U.S.C. § 321" \s "31 U.S.C. § 321" \c 2 (a)(4), Defendant Geithner “shall … mint coins, [and] engrave and print currency.”
23. Defendant Richard A. Peterson is the Deputy Director of the Mint. “The primary mission of the United States Mint is to manufacture and distribute circulating coins, precious metals and collectible coins, and national medals to meet the needs of the United States.”
 Defendant Peterson – pursuant to 31 U.S.C. § 304 TA \l "31 U.S.C. § 304" \s "31 U.S.C. § 304" \c 2 (b)(2) – “shall carry out duties and powers prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury.”
24. Defendant Larry R. Felix is the Director of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing (BEP). According to the BEP website, “The mission of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing (BEP) is to develop and produce United States currency noted, trusted worldwide. As its primary function, the BEP prints billions of dollars – referred to as Federal Reserve Notes – each year for delivery to the Federal Reserve System.”
 Defendant Felix – pursuant to 31 U.S.C. § 303 TA \l "31 U.S.C. § 303" \s "31 U.S.C. § 303" \c 2 (b)(1) – “shall carry out duties and powers prescribed by the Secretary [of the Treasury].”
INTRODUCTION

25. The Bill of Rights begins “Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion.” U.S. Const. amend. I TA \l "U.S. Constitution, Amendment I" \s "U.S. Const. amend. I" \c 7 . This phrase is known as the Establishment Clause.
26.  TA \l "31 U.S.C. § 5112" \s "31 U.S.C. § 5112" \c 1 31 U.S.C. § 5112(d)(1)
 and  TA \l "31 U.S.C. § 5114" \s "31 U.S.C. § 5114" \c 2 31 U.S.C. § 5114(b),
 respectively, mandate that the words “In God We Trust” be inscribed on every coin and currency bill.
27. 36 U.S.C. § 302 TA \l "36 U.S.C. § 302" \s "36 U.S.C. § 302" \c 2  codifies those words as the nation’s motto.

28. This motto has recently been “reaffirmed” by Defendant the Congress of the United States of America.
 
29. Yet, as some of that body’s own members have recognized, any such reaffirmation, when made by the government, violates the Establishment Clause.
30. This is because such a reaffirmation “places the government in the position of making an affirmatively religious statement.”
 
31. When Congress makes such an “affirmatively religious statement,” according to those congressmen, it “transgresse[s] the clear line between government and religion in violation of the Establishment Clause of the First Amendment.”
 
32. Plaintiffs personally suffer the adverse consequences caused by the inscription of “In God We Trust” on the money as is mandated by 31 U.S.C. § 5112 TA \s "31 U.S.C. § 5112" (d)(1) and § 5114(b).

33. Agreeing with the assessment of the congressmen just alluded to (and backed not only by the Establishment Clause TA \s "U.S. Const. amend. I" ’s text, but by a mountain of principled Supreme Court statements related to that text), Plaintiffs herein object to those transgressions. 

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
C. HISTORY OF AMERICAN RELIGIOUS FREEDOM

34. In striking contrast to the Declaration of Independence,
 to the state constitutions in existence at the time,
 to the Articles of Confederation it replaced,
 and even to Virginia’s Act for Religious Freedom,
 the text of the Constitution of the United States has no reference to any deity.

35. Thus, for instance, there is no reference to God in the Preamble to the United States Constitution.
 This may be contrasted with every state constitutional preamble now in existence.

36. Additionally, unlike the specified oaths of office in such state constitutions as the 1777 Constitution of Georgia TA \l "Constitution of Georgia - 1777" \s "1777 Constitution of Georgia" \c 7  (Articles XIV, XV, XXIV and XXX) and the 1778 Constitution of South Carolina TA \l "Constitution of South Carolina - 1778" \s "1778 Constitution of South Carolina" \c 7 

 TA \s "1778 Constitution of South Carolina"  (Article XXXVI), there is no constitutional oath that ends with “so help me God.” The only oath in the federal constitution is completely secular.

37. Among the original thirteen colonies, eleven had constitutions in place when the federal constitution was being created in 1787.
 Of these, nine had religious tests as qualifications for public office.
 The Constitution of the United States TA \l "U.S. Constitution, Article VI" \s "Constitution of the United States" \c 7  specifically states that “no religious test shall ever be required as a qualification to any office or public trust under the United States.”

38. James Madison, the “Father of the Constitution,”
 wrote that “[t]here is not a shadow of right in the general government to intermeddle with religion. Its least interference with it would be a most flagrant usurpation.”

39. Alexander Hamilton presented a similar view. Remarking on the difference between the King of England and the United States President, Hamilton noted that whereas the former was “the supreme head and governor of the national church,” the President “has no particle of spiritual jurisdiction.”
 
40. Richard Dobbs Spaight, who would later become Governor of North Carolina (as well as a member of the United States House of Representatives) stated, “As to the subject of religion … No power is given to the general government to interfere with it at all. Any act of Congress on this subject would be a usurpation.”

41. Spaight’s fellow North Carolinian, James Iredell (who was to be nominated by George Washington and confirmed by the Senate as one of the first justices of the Supreme Court) noted, “If any future Congress should pass an act concerning the religion of the country, it would be an act which they are not authorized to pass, by the Constitution.”
 
42. In his 1787 remarks on the Constitution (addressed to the President of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania), Noah Webster noted that “the possibility of establishing this influence [religion], as a pillar of government, is totally precluded.”

43. This constitutional secularity, of course, did not go unnoticed by those who wished for a (Christian) Monotheism-based government. 
44. For instance, published on January 10, 1788, the anti-Federalist, “Samuel,”
 wrote:

[A]ll religion is expressly rejected, from the Constitution. Was there ever any State or kingdom, that could subsist, without adopting some system of religion? Not so much as to own the being, and government of a Deity; or any acknowledgment of him! or having any revelation from him! Should we adopt such a rejection of religion as this, the words of Samuel to Saul, will literally apply to us, – Because thou hast rejected the word of the Lord, he hath also rejected thee from being king. We may justly expect, that God will reject us, from that self government, we have obtained thro’ his divine interposition.

45. Similarly, Luther Martin (who, in addition to being Maryland’s longtime attorney general, was an active participant in the Constitutional Convention) hoped to have the United States deemed “a Christian country.”
 As such, he argued, it should have both a religious test oath and an acknowledgement in the Constitution of “[a] belief of the existence of a Deity, and of a state of future rewards and punishments.”

46. In fact, “[r]egret at the omission of any direct recognition of God or of the Christian religion in the Federal Constitution was expressed in at least five of the state conventions called to ratify the document.”
 
47. In other words, everyone at the founding – even those who objected to the lack of acknowledgements of God – agreed that the Constitution, as written and understood, did not include any such acknowledgements. Some objected, but all recognized and agreed that this document was to create a government free of even a “shadow” or a “particle” of religious dogma.
48. The extent to which this governmental design was meant to apply can be seen by examining the very first statute of the government of the United States.

49. That statute, promulgated by the First Federal Congress and signed into law by President Washington, had its inception on April 6, 1789, when a quorum was finally obtained in both houses of Congress. 
50. Meeting in this city (i.e., in New York City), the members of the House of Representatives recognized that, pursuant to the Constitution’s Article VI, they “shall be bound by Oath or Affirmation, to support this Constitution.”
51. Accordingly, the House members resolved:

That the form of the oath to be taken by this House, as required by the third clause of the sixth article of the Constitution of the government of the United States, be as followeth, to wit, “I, A.B., a representative of the United States in the Congress thereof, do solemnly swear (or affirm, as the case may be), in the presence of Almighty GOD, that I will support the Constitution of the United States. So help me God.”

52. This oath was the one initially used. In fact, on April 8, 1789, this oath was taken by thirty-four of the thirty-six House members who had arrived in New York.

53. Despite this precedent, both houses of Congress reconsidered the oath (pursuant to “the third clause of the sixth article of the Constitution”) multiple times over the next months.
 

54. The result was the nation’s first statute – “An Act to regulate the Time and Manner of administering certain Oaths”
 – which contained two changes to the oath already taken. 
55. First, the “a representative of the United States in the Congress thereof” phrase was deleted. The new oath would not only be required for our federal legislators; it would be mandatory for “the members of the several State Legislatures … and all executive and judicial officers of the several States”
 as well.  

56. Second, “in the presence of Almighty GOD” and “So help me God” were both eliminated, so that the following was set forth as “the oath or affirmation required by the sixth article of the Constitution …: ‘I, A.B., do solemnly swear or affirm (as the case may be) that I will support the Constitution of the United States.’”
57. Thus, the very first statute of the government of the United States involved the specific and affirmative removal of the two references to God in the oath of office that had already been used by Congress itself. 
58. This was the approach the Framers took before the Bill of Rights was introduced in the First Federal Congress.
59. That introduction was made one week after the Oath Act was signed into law, when James Madison proposed that “[t]he civil rights of none shall be abridged on account of religious belief or worship, nor shall any national religion be established, nor shall the full and equal rights of conscience be in any manner, or on any pretext, infringed.”

60. This further support for constitutional equality and secularity also “did not go unnoticed by those who wished for a (Christian) Monotheism-based government.”
 
61. Thus, for instance, one week after Madison introduced his proposed verbiage, Benjamin Rush (who was one of the era’s foremost physicians and statesmen
) wrote to John Adams (who, as Vice President, was President of the Senate, where the language of the Bill of Rights was debated):
Many pious people wish the name of the Supreme Being had been introduced somewhere in the new Constitution. Perhaps an acknowledgement may be made of his goodness or of his providence in the proposed amendments.

Yet, when Congress finally reached agreement on the Religion Clauses within the Bill of Rights, the language ran completely counter to that request. 
62. Instead of abiding by Rush’s request, the language reflected the ideals that had been scribed by Adams just as the Constitution was being created and ratified: 
It will never be pretended that any persons employed in [the formation of the American government] had any interviews with the gods, or were in any degree under the inspiration of heaven ... it will for ever be acknowledged that these governments were contrived merely by the use of reason and the senses.
 
63. So important was it for the federal government to remain secular, that – to “The Father of the Constitution” – even tallying the number of ministers was felt to implicate Establishment Clause concerns.
 
64. In other words, as Madison later wrote, “Every new & successful example … of a perfect separation between ecclesiastical and civil matters, is of importance. … [R]eligion & Govt. will both exist in greater purity, the less they are mixed together.”

65. The Treaty of Tripoli, which became the “supreme law of the land”
 only six years after the Bill of Rights was ratified, specifically stated that “the government of the United States is not in any sense founded on the Christian religion.”
 
66. Not only did this view of the federal government as a secular institution go unquestioned throughout the founding era, it persisted for decades in the eyes of both supporters and detractors. Among the latter was the President of Yale College, who, in 1812, stated:
We formed our Constitution without any acknowledgement of GOD; without any recognition of his mercies to us, as a people, of his government, or even of his existence. The Convention, by which it was formed, never asked, even once, his direction, or his blessing upon their labours. Thus we commenced our national existence under the present system, without GOD.

67. Similarly, an esteemed clergyman wrote, in 1831, that:
When … the Constitution was framed[,] God was neglected. He was not merely forgotten. He was absolutely voted out of the Constitution. … The men whose arguments swayed to vote God out of the Constitution; to declare that there should be no religious test; that Congress should make no law to establish religion, &c. were Atheists in principle.

68. For at least four decades, this constitutional secularity was supported by the nation’s representatives, as was shown when a religious lobby sought to halt Sunday mail delivery. 
69. Alluding to both the Constitution’s Article VI test oath clause and to the Religion Clauses of the First Amendment, a House committee issued a report in 1830, noting that what the lobbyists were requesting was based on religious belief.
 As such, wrote the legislators, the matter “does not come within the cognizance of Congress.”
 Thus, the attempt to pass the legislation failed because it “would constitute a legislative decision of a religious controversy.”
 
70. The Report’s authors discussed the history of religious intolerance in the world, and highlighted that the framers of our Constitution “evinced the greatest possible care in guarding against the same evil.”
 Continuing, the congressmen wrote:
If the measure recommended should be adopted, it would be difficult for human sagacity to foresee how rapid would be the succession, or how numerous the train of measures which might follow, involving the dearest rights of all – the rights of conscience.

71. Arguing that “[r]eligious zeal enlists the strongest prejudices of the human mind,”
 those men proudly noted that “[w]ith the exception of the United States, the whole human race … is in religious bondage.”
 Thus, they found that “the conclusion is inevitable, that the line cannot be too strongly drawn between Church and State.”

72. Perfectly applicable to the gravamen of the instant action, the Reporters wrote that “if their motive be to induce Congress to sanction, by law, their religious opinions and observances, then their efforts are to be resisted.”
 Remarkably, they continued: “So far from stopping the mail on Sunday, the committee would recommend the use of all reasonable meanse [sic] to give it a greater expedition and a greater extension.”

73. In other words, “It is the duty of this Government to afford to all – to Jew or Gentile, Pagan or Christians, the protection and the advantages of our benignant institutions, on Sunday, as well as every day of the week.”

74. A third of a century later, as “increased religious sentiment”
 was spawned by the Civil War, a deep erosion of that principled stance took root.
75. To be sure, our representatives did, at times, remain true to the Constitution’s ideals, as when a House Judiciary Committee rejected an attempt to amend the Constitution with “‘an acknowledgment of Almighty God and the Christian religion,’” writing:

[T]he fathers of the Republic in the convention which framed the Constitution … with great unanimity [decided] that it was inexpedient to put anything into the Constitution or frame of government which might be construed to be a reference to any religious creed or doctrine.

76. Nonetheless, a religious creed – (Christian) Monotheism – was at the same time insidiously being put into what may be the government’s most visible frame: its money. 
D. HISTORY OF “IN GOD WE TRUST” ON THE NATION’S COINS 
77. On September 2, 1789, Defendant Congress of the United States approved “An Act to establish the Treasury Department.”
 

78. On April 2, 1792, Defendant Congress of the United States passed “An Act establishing a Mint, and regulating the Coins of the United States” (The Coinage Act of 1792).

79. That Coinage Act specified the types of coins to be minted, and further prescribed that:

Upon one side of each of the said coins there shall be an impression emblematic of liberty, with an inscription of the word Liberty, and the year of the coinage ; and upon the reverse of each of the gold and silver coins there shall be the figure or representation of an eagle, with this inscription, “United States of America” and upon the reverse of each of the copper coins, there shall be an inscription which shall express the denomination of the piece, namely, cent or half cent, as the case may require.

80. On January 18, 1837, Defendant Congress of the United States enacted “An Act supplemental to the act entitled ‘An Act establishing a mint, and regulating the coins of the United States.’”

81. That Act of January 18, 1837 provided that “[t]he engraver shall prepare and engrave, with the legal devices and inscriptions, all the dies used in the coinage of the mint and its branches.”
 

82. That Act of January 18, 1837 also provided that:

[U]pon one side of each of said coins there shall be an impression emblematic of liberty, with an inscription of the word Liberty, and the year of the coinage ; and upon the reverse of each of the gold and silver coins, there shall be the figure or representation of an eagle, with the inscription United States of America, and a designation of the value of the coin ; but on the reverse of the dime and half dime, cent and half cent, the figure of the eagle shall be omitted.
 

83. It is to be noted that – in keeping with the constitutionally-derived notion “that it was inexpedient to put anything into the … frame of government which might be construed to be a reference to any religious creed or doctrine”
 – there was no religious inscription of any kind on any United States coin through 1837.
84. In fact, it would be another two and a half decades – more than seventy years after the ratification of the Bill of Rights – before this constitutional mandate would be violated.
85. On November 13, 1861, Rev. M.R. Watkinson – a “Minister of the Gospel” – wrote to Secretary of the Treasury Salmon P. Chase, requesting that “the recognition of the Almighty God” be placed upon the nation’s coins.
 Noting to the Secretary that “You are probably a Christian,” the minister claimed that such recognition was important to “relieve us from the ignominy of heathenism.” Additionally, it “would place us under the Divine protection we have personally claimed. From my heart I have felt our national shame in disowning God as not the least of our present national disasters.”

86. In response, on November 20, 1861, Secretary Chase wrote to James Pollock, then the Director of the Mint in Philadelphia. In his short note, Secretary Chase made the purely religious claim that “No nation can be strong except in the strength of God, or safe except in His defense. The trust of our people in God should be declared on our national coins.”
 

87. Secretary Chase then instructed Director Pollock to “cause a device to be prepared without unnecessary delay with a motto expressing in the fewest and tersest words possible this national recognition.”

88. Accordingly, in the official 1862 Annual Report of the Director of the United States Mint, Director Pollock wrote that “[t]he distinct and unequivocal recognition of the divine sovereignty in the practical administration of our political system is a duty of the highest obligation.”
 He continued: 
Our national coinage in its devices and legends should indicate the Christian character of our nation, and declare our trust in God.

89. The following year, Director Pollock again wrote (in the 1863 official Annual Report of the United States Mint Director) of the need for a “distinct and unequivocal National recognition of the Divine Sovereignty”
 on the nation’s coins. He continued: 

We claim to be a Christian nation  -- why should we not vindicate our character by honoring the God of Nations in the exercise of our political Sovereignty as a Nation?  Our national coinage should do this.  Its legends and devices should declare our trust in God -- in Him who is the “King of Kings and Lord of Lords.”  … Let us reverently acknowledge his sovereignty, and let our coinage declare our trust in God.

90. Of note is that, in February 1863, “representatives from eleven different denominations of Christians” convened in Xenia, Ohio.
 
91. The desire of these religious individuals was to amend the preamble of the Constitution. 
Specifically, they sought to insert prose between “We, the people of the United States” and “in order to form a more perfect union …” so that the preamble would begin:
We, the people of the United States, recognizing the being and attributes of Almighty God, the Divine Authority of the Holy Scriptures, the law of God as the paramount rule, and Jesus, the Messiah, the Saviour and Lord of all, in order to form a more perfect union …”
  
92. The individuals involved in that effort met in early 1864, organizing to form “The National Association to secure the Religious Amendment to the Constitution of the United States.”
 When they re-convened in November of that year, it was resolved:

That a national recognition of God, the Lord Jesus Christ, and the Holy Scriptures, as proposed in the memorial of this Association to Congress, is clearly a scriptural duty, which it is national peril to disregard.

James Pollock – still serving as Mint Director – presided at that convention.
 

93. Shortly prior to assuming this role (i.e., of presiding over the convention of the National Association to secure the Religious Amendment to the Constitution of the United States), Director Pollock responded to Secretary Chase’s request, suggesting “Our country; our God,” and “God our trust” as inscriptions.
 
94. Secretary Chase responded on December 9, 1863: 

I approve your mottoes, only suggesting that on that with the Washington obverse the motto should begin with the word “Our,” so as to read, “Our God and our country.” And on that with the shield it should be changed so as to read: “In God we trust.”

95. On April 22, 1864, a new coinage act was passed. This one stated that “there shall be, from time to time, struck and coined at the mint a two-cent piece … and the shape, mottoes, and devices of said coi[n] shall be fixed by the Director of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury.”
 

96. This act, obviously, did not address what specific “mottoes” or “devices” would be permitted. Thus, it was without specific authorization – and obviously inconsistent with the Framers’ and the congressional determinations noted above (see at ¶¶ 34-73, supra) – that the first United States coin bearing the religious verbiage “IN GOD WE TRUST,” was minted. This occurred on the two-cent piece in 1864.

97. In the United States Mint’s official 1864 Annual Report, Director Pollock wrote:
The two-cent piece is a most convenient and popular coin. Its size and weight contribute to its usefulness. The motto – “In God we trust” – stamped upon this coin, has been highly approved by the public, not only as improving the artistic beauty of the piece, but also expressive of our nation’s reliance upon the “God of nations” in this hour of peril and danger.
 
98. Director Pollock then sought to expand the inscription of the religious motto, asking rhetorically:
Why should this distinct and unequivocal recognition of the sovereignty of God, of Him who is “the King of kings and Lord of lords,” be confined to our bronze coinage?
 
99. He answered himself with Biblical quotations:
The silver and the gold are His, and upon it should be impressed, by national authority, the declaration of our nation’s confidence and trust in Him “who maketh war and cease unto the ends of the earth,” and “who stilleth the raging of the sea and the tumult of the people.” Let our nation in its coinage honor Him, in whom is our strength and salvation.

100. On March 3, 1865, with this religious precedent now in place, another Act of Congress was passed. That act – authorizing the creation of a three-cent piece, and allowing that “the shape, mottoes, and devices of said coin shall be determined by the Director of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury”
 – included the first codified reference to religious dogma on the coinage: 

And be it further enacted, That, in addition to the devices and legends upon the gold, silver, and other coins of the United States, it shall be lawful for the Director of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to cause the motto ‘In God we trust’ to be placed upon such coins hereafter to be issued as shall admit of such legend thereon.

101. Society immediately recognized that this act was purely religious. The New York Times, for instance, characterized the placement of “In God We Trust” on the coins as a “new form of national worship.”

102. This appears to have been in accordance with the views of Director Pollock, who, in his Mint Director’s Report of 1865, once more used his now familiar religious prose:

[T]he gold and silver coins of the mint of the United States will have impressed upon them, by national authority, the distinct and unequivocal recognition of the sovereignty of God, and our nation’s trust in Him. We have added to our nation’s honor by honoring Him who is “King of kings and Lord of lords.”

103. In his last year as Mint Director, Pollock’s official (1866) report had a section on “Motto Coins.” That section ended with the words, “Happy is the Nation, whose God is the Lord.”
  

104. By means of the statutory language in the March 3, 1865 Act (which was reiterated when coinage law was revised once more on February 12, 1873
), “In God We Trust” – although discretionary – became standard on the nation’s coinage.

105. In 1905, this practice was interrupted for one coin when (at President Theodore Roosevelt’s urging) the sculptor Augustus Saint-Gaudens was commissioned to design new coinage. 
106. Because he considered the motto “In God we trust” to be “an inartistic intrusion not required by law,”
 Saint-Gaudens designed a twenty-dollar gold coin without those religious words.

107. President Roosevelt supported the absence of that phrase on the coins “in the very interest of religion.”
 “[T]o put such a motto on coins … not only does no good but does positive harm, and is in effect irreverence which comes dangerously close to sacrilege.”
 
108. This, claimed the president, was “a constant source of jest and ridicule” (referencing “the innumerable cartoons and articles based on phrases like ‘In God we trust for the other eight cents’; ‘In God we trust for the short weight’; ‘In God we trust for the thirty-seven cents we do not pay’; and so forth.”).
   

109. When the issue arose of Congress mandating that the phrase be inscribed on the coin, President Roosevelt opined, “I very earnestly trust that the religious sentiment of the country … will prevent any such action being taken.”

110. The President was quite mistaken. The absence of what the New York Times then referred to as “one of the holiest religious expressions”
 was immediately decried by those wishing to maintain this governmental endorsement of (Christian) Monotheism. 

111. That the hostility was religion-based can be immediately recognized by reports of “protests or expressions of regret from many clergy”
 and from “various religious organizations and individuals, especially clergymen.”
 
112. After all, “a great many people … think that to take such an inscription off the coin is to disavow all trust in God and is therefore an act of irreligion. One clergyman is reported to have spoken of ‘the religious sentiment of the American people’ as being ‘effaced.’”

113. Another report spoke of the “great number of religious people in this country”
 who considered President Roosevelt’s decision “‘a huge blunder.’”
 
114. Further highlighting the fact that religious sentiment was at the root of the controversy, it was considered “‘strange that he did not foresee that the great majority of religious people, Protestant, Catholic, many Jews, would be sensitive at the removal of those words at a time when every vestige of national recognition of God is of importance.’”

115. Moreover, religious organizations “have passed resolutions condemning the President’s action” and “[s]imilar views are expressed by clergymen of all denominations.”

116. As usual, the views of Atheists and others were considered of little consequence. 
117. For instance, while worrying that the removal of the motto “would cause the deepest regret among a vast number of our most substantial citizens,” another clergyman simply shrugged off “‘the blatant protests of infidels and unbelievers against this custom.’”

118. Of greater weight is the activity undertaken by the nation’s legislators.

119. Initially, a congressional subcommittee (which released its report on February 26, 1908) examined the matter.
 That subcommittee’s report stated that the move to restore “In God We Trust” to the Saint-Gaudens coin “reflects the reverent and religious conviction which underlies American citizenship.”

120. That the “reverent and religious conviction” was deemed to be Christian – as agreed to by every one of the subcommittee members – was highlighted:

Your subcommittee is unanimous in the belief that as a Christian nation we should restore the motto to the coinage of the United States upon which it was formerly inscribed “as an outward and visible form of the inward and spiritual grace,” which should possess and inspire American citizenship, and as an evidence to all the nations of the world that the best and only reliance for the perpetuation of the republican institution is upon a Christian patriotism, which, recognizing the universal fatherhood of God, appeals to the universal brotherhood of man as the source of the authority and power of all just government.

121. A month after the report was issued, the matter was debated by the full House of Representatives.
 During that debate, nine congressmen gave speeches. In each of those speeches, the given representative made clear that the “In God We Trust” phrase is religious, and that it is intended to support (Christian) Monotheism. 
122. Rep. Charles Creighton Carlin (VA) provided the introductory oration. Early on, he stated that “[t]his action … furnishes a lesson … that this is a Christian nation … [and] that the world already understands that we are a Christian, God-fearing, God-loving people.
 He continued by comparing the United States and the “In God We Trust” inscription on its coins to a litany of other societies and governments that had coins with Monotheistic verbiage.
 
123. While doing so, Rep. Carlin indicated that “In God We Trust” represented the nation’s “faith in the Supreme Ruler of the Universe,” and that placing those words on the coins was a way “of giving expression to religious belief.”

124. After stating, “In every Christian heart there beats the hope that you will by your action determine that the circulating coin of this country shall carry the knowledge that we are a Christian people,”
 Rep. Carlin ended his remarks by expressing “the hope and belief that … Christian thought and Christian ideas will control the hearts and minds of all men and upon the wall of every home throughout the universe there will hang, for the enlightenment and encouragement of all who may follow, the sacred motto, ‘In God We Trust.’”

125. Next to make a speech was Rep. Ollie M. James (KY), who began by asserting that “[t]he President of the United States made a great mistake in the judgment of the Christian people of this Republic.”
 Rep. James continued:

This country is not only a Christian nation, but we are engaged in sending to foreign countries and to distant people our missionaries to preach the religions of Jesus Christ, and we want our money so that when this gold that you say is so good goes across the ocean and is held in the hands of those who do not know of the existence of the Saviour of the world, we can say: “Here are the dollars of the greatest nation on earth, one that does not put its trust in floating navies or in marching armies, but places its trust in God.”

126. Demonstrating clear disrespect for the Atheists in his congressional district, Rep. James included “‘The fool hath said in his heart “there is no God,”’” in his oration, which his audience immediately responded to with applause.

127. He then reinforced the favoritism for his own religion by stating, “the Christian legions of this nation will hail with delight favorable action upon this bill.”

128. Although the third speaker in the debate, Rep. Gustav Küstermann (WI), supported President Roosevelt’s decision to remove the “In God We Trust” inscription, he did so because “I do not believe in … any person that always hangs out his shingle ‘I am a Christian,’” and because he, too, felt that having the motto on coins was “‘in effect irreverence, which comes dangerously close to sacrilege.’”
 
129. The next speaker, Rep. John P. Moore (PA), stated he felt the motto belongs on the coins “because in my community there was a desire that it should be made known to the world generally that in this country we do trust in God.”
 He also felt it was necessary to respond to the following “unsavory extract” he had read:

“Those who do not believe in God in this country look upon his removal of that unconstitutional, untruthful, and unwarranted deific motto from our coinage as one of the most sensible acts ever performed by the President. They do not trust in God, … and, therefore, they do not see why every coin issuing from our mints should carry forth to the world an unofficial lie.”

Rep. Moore placed that paragraph (which quite accurately represents the religious views of Plaintiffs here) in the Congressional Record, however, only to be viewed as a “challenge” by such Atheistic Americans, and “when such a challenge is put forth, … then I feel it is time to rise and declare, even by law, that this is a God-fearing nation.”
 

130. Rep. Morris Sheppard (TX) also felt that affirmative rejection was warranted in regard to the views of Atheists. Therefore, he focused on “the fact that almost every infidel in the country has openly rejoiced over the removal of this motto”
:
The fact that the infidels openly object to [the “In God we trust” phrase’s] restoration, the fact that [its] removal would be used as an argument to destroy reverence rather than to inculcate it, ought to prompt Congress unanimously to restore the words, “In God we trust.”

131. After Rep. Charles Gordon Edwards (GA) spoke of how the motto favored “all churches, all creeds, who have a belief in God,” he offensively proclaimed, “A man who is not sound in his belief in God has no right in high office.”
 
132. Speaking to his congressional colleagues, Rep. Edwards added that “[w]e represent God-fearing people, and we, their representatives, should be God-fearing representatives.”
 Moreover, echoing Rep. James earlier claim, see ¶ 125, supra, Rep. Edwards wrote that the “In God We Trust” phrase “is a declaration not only to our people at home, but to all peoples, and to all nations, all over the world, that ours is a nation with a firm and steadfast faith in God.”

133. It is noteworthy that Rep. Edwards saw the issue – which, of course, arose solely due to the acts of federal officials – as pitting Atheistic Americans against Americans who believed in God: “The removal of these words was a victory for infidelity. The restoration of them to our coin will be a blow to infidelity and a victory for the God-fearing people of this great nation.”
 
134. Obviously of the latter camp, the congressman apparently was oblivious to the self-contradictory nature of his words when he wrote, “I dare say that every form of religious thought is represented in America, and yet we are one in the recognition of a supreme and all-wise God.”

135. Rep. Edwards concluded: “Let us not put an ‘infidel money’ out upon the world, but let us put out the coin that says to all the world “Americans are a God-fearing and God-loving people.”

136. Like Rep. Küstermann (and the president before him), Rep. George W. Gordon (TN) also felt that the words “In God We Trust” merited the utmost respect, and that they were too holy and sacrosanct to be placed on “a medium of commerce … [and] of secular, and not sacred, transactions.”
 
137. Thus, he asked (referring to the motto’s inscription on the nation’s coinage), “[D]oes it not seem rather a device of hypocrisy and irreverence than of sincerity and veneration?”
 

138. Antipathy to “In God We Trust” on the coins, however, did not mean that Rep. Gordon did not desire to see the phrase emblazoned “above the Speaker’s chair, … upon the architrave of every public building in the country, upon the front of every church, and above the door of every schoolhouse throughout the land.”
 But he would vote against the bill to restore the religious phrase to the money: “It thus appears to me to be a useless if not an irreverent ostentation upon our coin, and I agree with the President that this motto should be omitted therefrom.”

139. The next speaker was the subcommittee chairman, George A. Pearre (MD). Rep. Pearre spoke to emphasize that there was not “any suggestion of irreverence or lack of Christian spirit upon the part of the President when he took that action.”
 

140. On the contrary, “[The President] is a Christian man in every relation of life; and not only a Christian man, but a practical Christian man, both as an individual and as a public servant, and he has endeavored to impress Christian principles upon public affairs.”

141. Last to speak was Rep. Washington Gardner (MI). He began by referencing children who were exposed – by their parents – to “literature [with] an avowed purpose to banish God from the minds of the rising generation.”
 Wishing “to put myself on record as against th[is] purpose,” Rep. Gardner revealed that, to him, those minds should instead be taught – by their government – about “[t]he ignominious cross upon which was consummated the sublimest sacrifice in human history” and [t]he sacrificial wood upon which was pinioned the body of the Nazarene.”
 
142. “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coinage would help accomplish this because:

The teaching influence and the rallying power of emblems and mottoes have been recognized in all ages and by all nations. As a rule, they concrete in material form or express in briefest language some great thought or purpose or movement until they become dear to the people adopting them. The origins of these mottoes and emblems is often of greatest interest and lends enduring influence and value.

143. The bill being debated had the following language:

That the motto “In God we trust,” heretofore inscribed on certain denominations of the gold and silver coins of the United States of America, shall hereafter be inscribed upon all such gold and silver coins of said denominations as heretofore,

and it was voted upon after Rep. Gardner spoke. Among the 268 representatives who voted, there were 259 yeas, 5 nays, and 4 answering “present.”
 Two months later, on May 18, 1908, President Roosevelt signed the bill into law.

144. Thus, more than a century after the Framers wrote that “Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion” (and more than seventy-five years after a congressional committee wrote that “the conclusion is inevitable, that the line cannot be too strongly drawn between Church and State”
) the purely religious phrase “In God We Trust” was not only permitted, but mandated to appear on United States money. 
145. Starkly demonstrating that Atheists are not among the “We” in that four-word phrase, the House Report that accompanied the bill reiterated that the motto “reflects the reverent and religious conviction which underlies American citizenship.”

146. Apparently, to the Report’s authors, the actual function of “In God We Trust” on the coinage is to proclaim that only (Christian) Monotheists meet the criteria to be considered true American patriots:
[A]s a Christian nation we should restore the motto to the coinage … [since] the best and only reliance for the perpetuation of the republican institution is upon a Christian patriotism, which, recognize[es] the universal fatherhood of God.

E. HISTORY OF “IN GOD WE TRUST” ON THE NATION’S CURRENCY BILLS
147. Unlike the situation with the coins, the purely religious words “In God We Trust” were not being used on any of the nation’s currency bills during the early twentieth century. 
148. This was noted by an Arkansas businessman and numismatist named Matthew H. Rothert “as the collection plate was being passed” in church one Sunday in 1953.

149. Accordingly, Mr. Rothert (acting in a manner not dissimilar to that of Rev. Watkinson nearly a century earlier
) wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury, George M. Humphrey. In his letter, Rothert suggested placing those religious words on the currency in order to “affirm our trust in God in such a manner that it will be heard around the world and give moral and spiritual strength to those who realize a great nation humbly and reverently places its trust in the Almighty.”

150. This matter was also brought to the attention of the president of the Florida Bar, who (in turn) informed congressman Charles E. Bennett (FL).
 
151. Rep. Bennett contacted the Department of the Treasury and – after learning that “In God We Trust” was not only not required on the currency, but that there were still some coins that did not require the use of that motto – introduced H.R. 619 (“the inscription ‘In God We Trust’ … shall appear on all United States currency and coins”) on the first day of the first session of the 84th Congress.
 To Rep. Bennett, “In God We Trust” was appropriate because “the sentiment of trust in God is universal.”

152. Then-Senator Lyndon B. Johnson pushed for the Bill in the Senate, stating that the motto “reflect[s] the spiritual basis of our way of life.”

153. The motto also obviously reflected Congress’s (Christian) Monotheistic bent as well as (especially in view of the bill’s unanimous passage in both the House and the Senate
) the political disenfranchisement of Atheists that pervaded the 1950s. See at ¶¶ 176-238, infra.
154. Accompanying H.R. 619 was a Report of the House Committee on Banking and Currency. This report – as well as the key hearing that led to its creation – confirms (once again) that the use of “In God We Trust” was intended to be religious.
155. The main portion of the Report was entitled, “Religious Inscriptions on Coins in the United States.” Its prose referenced Rev. Watkinson’s 1861 letter to Treasury Secretary Chase, stating, “You are probably a Christian” and decrying the “fact touching our currency [that] has been seriously overlooked …the recognition of the Almighty God in some form in our coins.”

156. At the hearing, Rep. Bennett stated, “as far as I know there is no opposition to this legislation,”
 suggesting that he had very little exposure to (or interest in) those who might adhere to a religious belief system contrary to his own.
157. Accordingly, he contended that “this motto … expresses so tersely and with such dignity the spiritual basis of our way of life.”
 
158. Rep. Bennett then proclaimed that:
Most of us agree wholeheartedly with the first advance of this motto, Secretary of the Treasury S. P. Chase, when he said: “No nation can be strong except in the strength of God, or safe except in His defense. The trust of our people in God should be declared on our national coins,”

and concluded with: 

At the base of our freedom is our faith in God and the desire of Americans to live by His will and by His guidance. As long as this country trusts in God, it will prevail.
 

159. Rep. Abraham J. Multer (NY) spoke next. After stating, “I don’t want to get into an argument on religion,”
 he echoed the opinion President Roosevelt voiced a half century earlier:

[W]hile I would not oppose it or take any action in opposition to the bill, I want it made crystal clear on this record that I think I am as religious as any man in this House. We may differ in our forms, but I respect every other person’s form or ritualistic observance, and I know they do mine, too, but I feel very strongly that it was a mistake to put it on coins in the first place, and this is perpetuating a grievous error. I think it is the base of all of those who believe in God; to put anything like that on anything so materialistic as our coins and our currency – I don’t think anybody is made more religious by putting it on the coins and currency. … If we are going to have religious concepts – and I am in favor of them – I don’t think the place to put them is on our currency or on our coins.
 

160. Of note is that Rep. Multer’s characterization of “In God We Trust” as being a “religious concep[t]” was disputed by no one at the hearing. 

161. Moreover, no one ever showed any consideration for the religious view that God is nonexistent. Rather, those adhering to that view were (at best) totally disregarded. Rep. William E. McVey (IL), for instance, maintained, “I can’t possibly see any objection to having the inscription “In God We Trust” on all of our currency, and I am very glad to support it.”
 
162. The Committee chairman, Rep. Brent Spence (KY), joined in:

I think if there ever was a nation that has, by its course, demonstrated that God had a hand in its making and its progress, it is this country. I always believe that God was present in the Convention Hall where our Constitution was formed.

163. The desire to intrude Monotheism into our government was so pervasive that Rep. Gordon L. McDonough (CA) exclaimed, “I don’t think we can insert that phrase in too many places in regard to the Government of the United States.”
 
164. Rep. Herman P. Eberharter (PA) showed his support for the “In God We Trust” language by referencing the American Legion (which, as will be noted shortly, was the sponsor of the President Eisenhower-endorsed “Back to God” program). He placed in the record a resolution passed by the Legion’s National Convention, which stated that “the United States of America is a God-fearing country.”

165. Rep. Eberharter had just recently recovered from an illness. Accordingly, Rep. Barratt O’Hara (IL) commended him for coming “at great sacrifice to himself, to testify for this bill, which affirms his faith and the faith of all others in our country, in God.”
 
166. Rep. Oren Harris (AR) stated, “It does not take the inscription on our coins for me to proclaim my faith and trust in God.” Then, essentially illuminating how the action being considered violates the Establishment Clause TA \s "U.S. Const. amend. I" , he explained that “[w]ith the inscription on our coins it is another expression, not only individually but collectively, in this country, of our faith.”
 
167. Rep. Harris, also, could “see no objection whatsoever to this further expression of this quotation on the currency that we use in this country.”
 

168. Like Rep. Eberharter, Rep. Harris placed a Resolution in the record. This one was from the American Numismatic Association, and it stated that “this legend relating to the power of Almighty God shall be placed upon the currency.”
 

169. Rep. Lawrence H. Fountain (NC) referred to the words “In God We Trust” as one of the “many instances indicat[ing] our belief in the existence of God.”
 He further noted that:

The Bible begins with the words “In the beginning, God” and I think more and more it is essential for us to recognize the fact that we as individuals and as a nation are merely the custodians of the things which God has so graciously granted to us.
 

170. That the motto refers to explicitly religious dogma was further evidenced when Rep. Fountain added that “by having this inscription on our coins and on our currency … we are indicating … because of the goodness of God we have become a prosperous and powerful nation. … [T]hat inscription indicates that even though this coin is necessary, it is not in this coin we trust, but it is in God that we trust.”

171. Rep. Harris spoke once again as the hearing was brought to a close. In signaling his agreement with the previous speaker, Rep. Harris demonstrated that it was not only Monotheism that Congress was endorsing, but Christian Monotheism, as he recalled a “very famous statement of our Lord and Saviour.”
 

172. Thus, it should be noted that not one person at the key hearing that led to the mandatory inscription of “In God We Trust” on all of the nation’s coins and currency ever even suggested that the phrase was anything other than a “statement of faith [that] has appeared on billions of coins.”

173. As the House and the Senate both lauded the “spiritual basis of our way of life,”
 the religious views of non-believer Americans were simply ignored. “Spiritual,” of course, is synonymous with “(Christian) Monotheistic.”
 
174. Thus, “An Act to provide that all United States currency shall bear the inscription ‘In God We Trust’” became the law of the land on July 11, 1955.

175. This act (hereafter the “Act of 1955”) is now codified  TA \s "31 U.S.C. § 5112" at 31 U.S.C. § 5112 TA \s "31 U.S.C. § 5112"  (d)(1) (“United States coins shall have the inscription ‘In God We Trust’”) and at 31 U.S.C.    § 5114 TA \s "31 U.S.C. § 5114" (b) (“United States currency has the inscription ‘In God We Trust’ in a place the Secretary decides is appropriate.”).
F. (CHRISTIAN) RELIGIOUS FERVOR AND ANTI-ATHEISM WERE THE DRIVING FORCES BEHIND “IN GOD WE TRUST” IN THE 1950s WHEN THAT PHRASE BECAME MANDATORY ON ALL COINS AND CURRENCY BILLS
176. The 1950s were largely characterized by the Cold War, and a national desire to distinguish our nation from the communist Soviet Union.
177. One of the key distinguishing features involved religion. Whereas the United States guaranteed religious freedom to its people, the Soviets demanded adherence to one religious view.
178. Although this difference – i.e., freedom versus totalitarianism – deserved to be celebrated, the nation actually denigrated the religious liberty upon which we rely as the focus switched to the Soviets’ specific religious choice: Atheism.
179. Thus the contrasting religious belief of the American majority (i.e., (Christian) Monotheism)) – rather than the contrasting political principle (i.e., religious freedom) – was officially touted by our governmental agents.

180. President Eisenhower was chief among such agents. In addition to placing “God’s Float” at the fore in his 1953 inauguration,
 he sought “legislative support for a national day of prayer, attend[ed] annual presidential prayer breakfasts, and appoint[ed] a minister to a new special presidential post for religious matters.”

181. Demonstrating a total disregard for those Americans who adhere to Atheistic religious belief, the president further advanced his Monotheistic agenda by participating in the American Legion’s “Back to God” crusade.
 
182. There he made the extraordinary statement that “Recognition of the Supreme Being is the first, the most basic, expression of Americanism. Without God, there could be no American form of government, nor an American way of life.”

183. As one author put it:

[The President] often used religious phrases and talked about the need for religious faith and spiritual values. He frequently called on divine aid for himself and his country in speeches, held prayer breakfasts, received church delegations in his office, and had Billy Graham and Norman Vincent Peale as overnight guests at the White House. He also began cabinet meetings with a prayer.

184. Another wrote:
His priesthood was part of his role as leader of a “crusade,” as he called it, against “godless Communism” … “The things that make us proud to be Americans are of the soul and of the spirit,” Eisenhower declared. And being American, for a president who was baptized and who joined a church for the first time after having been elected, meant being a theist.

185. This (Christian) Monotheistic religiosity was reflected in numerous ways within and throughout President Eisenhower’s administration.
186. In 1954, for instance, the first stamp containing the “In God We Trust” phrase “was introduced to a nationwide audience during a 15-minute program in which President Eisenhower, Secretary of State John Foster Dulles and Postmaster General Summerfield participated with the leaders of the Nation’s three largest religious groups.”

187. The event was described as “[t]he most impressive and most widely publicized ceremony of its kind in the history of the United States Post Office Department,”
 and it marked “the first time that a religious tone ha[d] been incorporated into a regular or ordinary stamp.”
 

188. This was obviously contrary to the principles so nobly adhered to by Congress – in reference to the postal service – earlier in our history. See at ¶¶ 65-71, supra.
189. This new-found (Christian) Monotheistic religiosity was hardly limited to the Postal Service. 
190. On the contrary, it pervaded the executive branch. Secretary of State John Foster Dulles, for example, stated that “there is no way to solve the great perplexing international problems except by bringing to bear on them the force of Christianity.”

191. Speaking to the nation’s future servicemen, Deputy Assistant to the President Wilton B. Persons claimed that the purpose of our military academies was “to build good, strong, God-fearing character in men like ourselves – men who, before long, will have the job of running this great country of ours.”

192. Accordingly, President Eisenhower implemented the Code of Conduct for Members of the Armed Forces. Under that Code, “all members of the armed forces of the United States” were required to “trust in my God and in the United States of America.”

193. In fact, President Eisenhower’s staff was so religious that one writer referred to the Secretary of Defense as “the only man in the Administration who doesn’t talk about God.”

194. Thus, “belief in God became intertwined with patriotism”
 to such a degree that it became “un-American to be unreligious.”

195. This was recognized by numerous scholars and authors. Miller and Nowak found that “[p]atriotism and religion seemed synonymous. Atheists or agnostics were not tolerated.”

196. Herberg pointed out that “being a Protestant, a Catholic, or a Jew is understood as the specific way, and increasingly perhaps the only way, of being an American and locating oneself in American society.”

197. Oakley noted that “in the fifties … atheists were automatically considered to be unpatriotic, un-American, and perhaps even treasonous.”

198. That Congress eagerly joined in to take advantage of the religious revival is readily seen by reviewing the statements made by individual congressmen. 
199. In 1954, for instance, Senator Homer Ferguson claimed that “In God We Trust” over the door of the Senate “recognizes that we believe there is a Divine Power, and that we, our children, and children’s children should always recognize it.”

200. That same year, Rep. Louis C. Rabaut (MI) placed in the Congressional Record the incredibly offensive claim that “An atheistic American … is a contradiction in terms.”
 Rep. Rabaut would later argue that “[w]e cannot afford to capitulate to the atheistic philosophies of godless men.”
 
201. Also in 1954, Rep. Francis E. Dorn (NY) referenced “In God We Trust” on United States coins by declaring that “He is the God, undivided by creed, to whom we look, in the final analysis, for the well-being of our Nation.

202. To Rep. Peter Rodino (NJ), the religious motto “expresses the constant attitude of the American people … that we wish now, with no ambiguity or reservation, to place ourselves under the rule and care of God.”
 

203. After informing us that “our citizenship is of no real value … unless we can open our souls before God and before Him conscientiously say, ‘I am an American,’” Rep. Hugh J. Addonizio (NJ) proclaimed that “God is the symbol of liberty to America.”

204. His colleague, Rep. Charles A. Wolverton (NJ), stated, “In God we trust” – taken “in conjunction” with “under God” in the Pledge of Allegiance – “can be taken as evidence of our faith in that divine source of strength that has meant and always will mean so much to us as a nation.”
 Moreover, wrote Rep. Wolverson, those who deny God purvey “forces of evil.”
 
205. The environment was so infused with (Christian) Monotheism that Vermont’s Senator Ralph Flanders went so far as to propose a Constitutional Amendment stating that “this nation devoutly recognizes the authority and law of Jesus Christ, Saviour and Ruler of Nations, through whom are bestowed the blessings of Almighty God.”

206. Although that amendment never came to fruition, a barrage of (Christian) Monotheistic actions were spatchcocked into government by Congress in the 1950s. 
207. In 1952, for instance, a National Day of Prayer was instituted.
 
208. In 1953 a prayer room was constructed in the United States Capitol Building.
 
209. In 1954, “under God” was intruded into the previously secular Pledge of Allegiance
 (with “Onward Christian Soldiers” chosen as the music to be played at the official ceremony as the flag was being raised
). 1954 was also the first time a religious postage stamp was produced.

210. In 1955, the inscription of “In God We Trust” was mandated for every coin and currency bill produced by the Department of the Treasury.
 
211. In 1956 the secular de facto national motto “E pluribus unum” was replaced with an official motto: “In God We Trust.”
 
212. That same year, Congress itself published a document that succinctly made clear the purpose and effect of placing “In God We Trust” on the coins: to “witness our faith in Divine Providence.”

213. This (Christian) Monotheistic bent can be graphically demonstrated by examining the entries placed in the Congressional Record. There, the number pertaining to (Christian) Monotheistic religion increased fifty-fold when the five years after 1954 are compared to the five prior years. See Appendix A.
214. The Index volumes starting in 1954 show such extraordinary titles as “Meditation, Christ, our hope,” “Christians in Politics,” “Duty of Christian Politician,” “Free Government Based on Faith,” “God’s Answer to Communism,” “Strengthening America Under God,” “We Pray or We Perish,” “Drive to Erect World’s Largest Cross,” “God Meant Us To Find Atom,” “God and U.N.,” “Great Christian,” “President Honored for Religious Aim,” “What Did Jesus Believe About Wealth?,” “Who Are Disciples of Christ?,” “I Speak for Christian Citizenship,” “Communists versus God,” “Seeking God’s Way for World Peace,” “Eisenhower Should Lead Godly Against Reds,” “Our Home and God,” “Religious Illiteracy Is Problem for Home,” “Thanks Be to Providence,” “The Christian Leader and Politics,” “Bible ABC Verses,” “Christ Did Not Wear Crown of Thorns To Teach Appeasement,” “Christianity, Patriotism, and Myth of National Communism,” “Unfair Trial of Jesus,” “Christian Survival at Stake,” “Convert Russia Through Prayer,” “God’s Time,” “Prayer Is Power,” “Why Not Teach Religion?,” “Errors in trial of Jesus,” “Atheistic Character of Communism,” “Antichrists on Prowl,” “Moses, Prophets, Jesus Fought To Erase Inequality,” “Speak for Christian citizenship,” “Subsidy for ministers,” “Protestantism speaks on justice and integration,” “Reaffirm Christian faith in Middle East crisis,” “Aggressive Secularism Undermining Nation,” “Can-Do Christians,” “Christianity or Communism?,” “Christian Philosophy of Civil Government,” “We Believe in Prayer,” “Lecture: Existence of God,” “Christ and Politics,” “Power of Prayer,” “Union of Church and State,” “Jesus, the Perfect Man,” “Washington’s Lady Ambassador for Christ,” “Make yourself a rubberstamp for God,” and “Bible: eternal source of strength.” Appendix A.
215. Even the judicial branch engaged in this (Christian) Monotheistic religious bias.
216. Chief Justice Earl Warren, for example, spoke of the United States as “a Christian land governed by Christian principles.”

217. More egregious was the ruling by the Chief Judge for the United States District Court for the District of Hawaii when an Atheist petitioned to become a naturalized citizen.
218. To Judge J. Frank McLaughlin, belief in God was key among “the principles which delicately support our free government.”
 Thus, when the petitioner attempted to take the oath of citizenship without the “so help me God” language, Judge McLaughlin denied the petition.
219. Denial, wrote Judge McLaughlin, was appropriate because “the atheist philosophy upon which petitioner predicates his position demonstrates a lack of attachment to the United States Government’s first principle: a belief in a Creator.”
 
220. Particularly relevant to this case is the fact that the judge specifically referenced “the inscription of ‘In God We Trust’ upon the Liberty half-dollar and other United States coins” to support his ruling.
  
221. Unsurprisingly, this support for (Christian) Monotheism and denigration of Atheism pervaded the public square as well. Thus, “the conservative fifties saw a major revival of religion. Year after year the statistics pointed to unprecedented increases in church membership.”

222. In 1955, “of adult Americans … 96.9 per cent were found to identify themselves religiously (70.8 per cent Protestants, 22.9 per cent Catholics, 3.1 per cent Jews).”

223. From 1949-1953, “the distribution of Scripture in the United States increased 140 per cent.”
 
224. Clergymen – with remarkably successful books, radio shows, television shows, crusades and the like – became increasingly popular and influential.
 Thus, Billy Graham,
 Fulton Sheen
 and Norman Vincent Peale,
 for example, became household names.
225. Whereas religious leaders came in third when Americans were questioned about which groups did the most “good” for the country in 1942, “[n]o other group – whether government, congressional, business, or labor – came anywhere near matching the prestige and pulling power of the men who are the ministers of God” when the question was repeated in the mid-1950s.
 
226. The Chairman of the Board of the Chamber of Commerce of the United States spoke unhesitatingly in stating that “our Christian religion and our competitive business system are in themselves the two most revolutionary forces in the world today.”
 
227. In the February 1955 Little Leaguer magazine, the new Little League Pledge, beginning with “I trust in God,” was published.
 
228. So great was “the resurgence of religious feeling and practice in America” that the Ideal Toy Company manufactured “praying dolls” with flexible knees for kneeling.
 
229. It should be recalled that the majority’s holiest book:

(i) Claims that “[t]he fool hath said in his heart, There is no God. They are corrupt, they have done abominable works, there is none that doeth good.” Psalm 14:1;
(ii) Associates unbelievers with “wickedness” and “darkness.” 2 Corinthians 6:14; and 
(iii) Decrees that those who deny God’s existence “shall surely be put to death.” Leviticus 24:16.
230. Moreover, the dictionaries of the time included “sinful” and “wicked” among their definitions of “godless”
 and “ungodly.”

231. Thus, not surprisingly, there was significant antipathy towards Atheists accompanying the era’s pro-Christian, pro-God fervor.

232. This antipathy was intensified in the Cold War environment, where, “[b]elieving that ‘atheistic Communism’ threatened America both without and within, Americans saw the world in terms of good and evil, godly and godless.”
 
233. Accordingly, it was believed that “Communists were our mortal enemies and they were atheists. Religion, therefore, came to seem essential in the fight against communism.”

234. With media moguls (with the power to mold public opinion) speaking of “atheism, anarchism and Godless despotism,”
 data revealed the extent to which Atheists were reviled. In 1954, for instance, a poll showed that 60% of the population felt it was proper to deny Atheists the right to express their religious views in a speech.
 
235. The same poll showed that 60% favored removing all books on Atheism from the public libraries, and that a whopping 84% believed that Atheists should be prohibited from teaching in colleges or universities.

236. In 1958, more than three-quarters of the population stated they would not vote for an otherwise qualified candidate for president if that person were an Atheist.
 
237. As the author of a treatise on the Supreme Court and the Religion Clauses noted in 1962, “Atheism is fair game for the sniper, and overtones of ‘blasphemy’ and ‘sacrilege’ still linger.”

238. In 1965, 27% of the population stated that they didn’t think Atheists should even be allowed to vote. This was more than four times the percentage who felt that basic right of citizenship should be denied to “people who have quit school and never completed high school.”

239. In sum, (Christian) Monotheistic religious fervor, and its associated anti-Atheism, characterized the Cold War era in the middle of the 20th century. That milieu explains why the presence of “In God We Trust” – already unconstitutionally inscribed on every coin (albeit as a matter of discretion for some) – was mandated for all coins and currency bills in the Act of 1955. 

CURRENT CIRCUMSTANCES

G.  “IN GOD WE TRUST” ON THE COINS AND CURRENCY BILLS CONTINUES TO REPRESENT (CHRISTIAN) MONOTHEISM AND ANTI-ATHEISM AND CONTINUES TO BE UTILIZED IN RELIGIOUSLY DISCRIMINATORY WAYS
240. The “In God We Trust” phrase has continued to be a tool used to reinforce and perpetuate favoritism for (Christian) Monotheism. It has also, at times, reinforced and perpetuated anti-Atheistic bias.
(1) Presidents Continue to Use the Motto to Advocate for (Christian) Monotheism
241. Shortly before he signed into law the congressional resolution establishing “In God We Trust” as the national motto,
 President Eisenhower stated: 
Recognition of the Supreme Being is the first, the most basic, expression of Americanism. Without God, there could be no American form of government, nor an American way of life.

242. From this statement, his view of governmental support for (Christian) Monotheism (and the associated denigration of Atheism) that infuses the motto is readily apparent.
243. Subsequent presidents have expressed similar sentiments.
244. President John F. Kennedy, for instance, stated, “The guiding principle and prayer of this Nation has been, is now, and ever shall be ‘In God We Trust.’”

245. In his 1974 National Day of Prayer proclamation, President Gerald R. Ford began by stating that “Ours is a Nation built upon a belief in a Creator … and faith in that Creator permeates every aspect of our way of life.”
 This statement was followed by a reiteration of President Eisenhower’s extraordinary words: “‘Without God, there could be no American form of government, nor an American way of life.’”

246. Speaking at a brunch two years later, President Ford contended that “‘In God We Trust’ is much more than a national motto,”
 and elaborated by speaking of “the religious life for which the ultimate reward is nothing less than a place in the kingdom of God.” 
 
247. During a question and answer session at a 1980 town hall meeting, President Jimmy Carter was asked about his being “a born-again Christian.”
 
248. In answering, the President found it relevant that “‘In God We Trust’ is on our coins,” and added that “It’s not a bad thing for Americans to believe deeply in God.”

249. President Ronald Reagan’s 1981 National Day of Prayer proclamation began by claiming, “Our Nation’s motto ‘In God We Trust’ … reflects a basic recognition that there is a divine authority in the universe to which this Nation owes homage.”
 
250. At a subsequent question and answer session, President Reagan also referenced the religious verbiage on the money: “[W]e are still a nation under God. It says so on our coins—‘In God We Trust.’”

251. George H. W. Bush stated that “we are one nation under God. And we were placed here on Earth to do His work. And our work has gone on now for more than 200 years in the Nation -- a work best embodied in four simple words: In God we trust.”

252. In his 1997 National Day of Prayer proclamation (just prior to noting that Congress “has called our citizens to reaffirm annually our dependence on Almighty God”), President William J. Clinton asserted, “[M]ay our national resolve be matched by a firm reliance on the Author of our lives—for truly it is in God that we trust.”

253. Commemorating the fiftieth anniversary of the “In God We Trust” phrase as our national motto, President George W. Bush in 2006 proclaimed that the words “recognize the blessings of the Creator.”
 
254. Stating as fact that there is “a divine plan that stands above all human plans,”
 President Bush apparently missed the irony – obvious to Atheists such as Plaintiffs here – of his simultaneous proclamation that “our country stands strong as a beacon of religious freedom.”
 
255. Even today, the “In God We Trust” phrase remains a major issue in presidential politics. 
256. Just recently, when Florida Senator Mark Rubio introduced candidate Mitt Romney at the Republican National Convention, the audience heard of “[o]ur national motto, ‘in God we trust’, reminding us that faith in our creator is the most important American value of them all.”

257. Not to be outdone, the Democrats altered their party platform (which had not included any (Christian) Monotheistic material). The alteration followed former Ohio Governor Ted Strickland’s statement that “I am here to attest and affirm that our faith and belief in God is central to the American story and informs the values we’ve expressed in our party’s platform."
 
258. The fact that the Democratic Party platform was initially set up without homage to God remained a major issue, which continued even as this Complaint was being finalized. 
259. For instance, Presidential candidate Mitt Romney recently stated, “I will not take ‘God’ off our coins, and I will not take God out of my heart. We’re a nation bestowed by God.”

(2) Congress Continues to Use the Motto to Advocate for (Christian) Monotheism
“In God We Trust” Clearly Has a (Christian) Monotheistic Meaning to Congress’s Chaplains

260. Those who are arguably the religious deans of the nation – Congress’s chaplains – often employ the “In God We Trust” language to further (Christian) Monotheistic messages. 
261. A good example is the February 16, 2011 prayer offered by that day’s guest chaplain, Rev. Bill Shuler. Before reaching his “In Jesus’ name” conclusion, he stated:
Heavenly Father, we bow our heads to worship You, for You are an awesome and personal God. Make us ever mindful of the words engraved over the Speaker’s chair, “In God We Trust.” We place our trust not in man or in political parties or in our own strength. It is in You we trust . You are the God who founded our Nation, the God who gave us liberty, and it is by turning to You that we are blessed.
 
262. Two months later, Bishop Henry Fernandez (who also used the “In Jesus’ name” conclusion) addressed his “Heavenly Father” by saying:
And let Your peace rest upon them and this great Nation, as we continue to live out the words written over the chair of the Speaker of the House: “In God we trust.”
 
263. Even when not using the precise “In God We Trust” language, trust in God is an exceedingly common theme in the Congressional prayers. Later in 2011, for instance, Rev. Roger Schoolcraft resonated with “Move us also to acknowledge and trust Your presence among us daily.”
 Speaking to the God he obviously believes is represented in the motto, his expressed hope was “that the choices made here would result in our country united, an economy restored, and hearts grateful for Your loving care through Jesus Christ, our Lord.”

264. The official House Chaplain from 2000 to 2011 – Rev. Daniel P. Coughlin – claimed in the middle of his tenure that “this Chamber proclaims what America prays: ‘In God we trust’ now and forever.”

265. Moreover, speaking specifically about money, Rev. Coughlin inquired:

Lord, before You does money have any meaning? Certainly money can never be the measure of a person’s true worth. Before You, money cannot even be an index of a generous heart. Why, then, is money so important to Your people? And how will they be judged by You? Does money itself dull human perceptions and put an end to dependency on others? Are You not the Almighty? Then why do people think they can solve their problems themselves only with more money? 

As people pray, do they imagine You can help them only by giving them money ? Do they believe You do not care how or why they spend money ? If water is the sign of life, and a crust of bread or a bowl of rice can symbolize human hunger, what is the meaning of money? Does money really talk? In the United States the dollar bill says “In God we trust.” So be it now and forever. Amen.
 
266. Prayers are by definition religious activities. When congressional chaplains include in their prayers statements such as, “As Americans we say, ‘In God We Trust,’”
 and “We proclaim once again to all who would hear and understand, as we pray, ‘In God We Trust.’ Amen,”
 there is no question that the motto is being used in a purely Monotheistic religious manner.
Congress’s Historical Revisionism – claiming that “In God We Trust” is Being Touted to Reflect Our Nation’s “Heritage” – is a Sham

267. Being constrained by recent Supreme Court case law from admitting what is true (i.e., that they and their predecessors have touted the “In God We Trust” motto because of a desire to have government reflect (Christian) Monotheism), Defendants now generally revise history to allege that their goal is merely to respect our “heritage.”
268. As the information supplied in this Complaint reveals, that contention is a sham.
269. Even if the contention were true, it would still violate the Establishment Clause, since “juxtaposing … other documents with highlighted references to God as their sole common element [reveals an] unstinting focus … on religious passages, showing … an impermissible purpose.” McCreary County v. ACLU, 545 U.S. 844, 870 (2005) TA \l "McCreary County v. ACLU, 545 U.S. 844 (2005)" \s "McCreary County" \c 1 .
270. Such juxtaposition is precisely what the House and the Senate have engaged in on each of the three occasions it was felt necessary to “reaffirm” the motto over the past decade. 
271. In the 2002 reaffirmation, for instance, eight historical (Christian) Monotheistic references were juxtaposed.
 
272. In the 2006 reaffirmation – “commemorat[ing] the 50th anniversary of the formal adoption of the national motto of the United States, ‘In God We Trust’” – thirteen historical (Christian) Monotheistic references were juxtaposed.
 
273. Furthermore, in that 2006 reaffirmation, Congress wrote that it sought to have “the citizens of the United States … reaffirm the concept embodied in that motto that … the success of civil government relies firmly on the protection of divine Providence.”

274. This is manifestly religious proselytizing, constitutionally indistinguishable from any other (such as having “the citizens of the United States (re)affirm the concept that the success of civil government relies firmly on the teachings of Our Saviour Jesus Christ”). 
275. Of note is that a year earlier, members of the House of Representatives proposed a resolution designed to uphold the Pledge of Allegiance. That resolution highlighted that “belief in a Supreme Power and the virtue of seeking strength and protection from that Power is … inscribed on our currency.”
 These are obviously purely religious characteristics that have nothing to do with “heritage.”
276. Despite criticism for wasting valuable legislative time on such an unnecessary activity,
 Congress engaged in yet another motto “reaffirmation” last year.

277. The House Committee on the Judiciary filed a report on this matter.
 That report demonstrates that these “reaffirmations” of the motto violate the Constitution. 
278. For instance, the report references numerous religious statements made by some of the nation’s past presidents, who called upon Americans to “acknowledge” God and to honor “the spirit of God,” and who also claimed that America is “under God.”

279. Presidents, of course, are also individuals with their own Free Exercise rights. Thus, like other citizens, they are permitted to express (and advocate for) religious opinions. 
280. Congress, however, has no such Free Exercise rights. 
281. Thus, when the following concluding paragraph was placed immediately after those presidential expressions of Monotheistic belief, an Establishment Clause TA \s "U.S. Const. amend. I"  violation was revealed:
This Congress can now show that it still believes and recognizes those same eternal truths by approving a resolution that will allow today’s Congress, as representatives of the American people, to reaffirm to the public and the world our Nation’s national motto, “In God We Trust.”

282. As mentioned in the Introduction section of this Complaint, see ¶¶ 29-31, supra, Plaintiffs here are not alone in recognizing that this activity comprises a constitutional violation. On the contrary, the unconstitutionality of the entire reaffirmation effort was expressly highlighted by dissenting congressmen in the House of Representatives.
283. Writing that the resolution “injects the hand of government into the private religious lives of the American people,”
 those congressmen stated emphatically: 
By aggressively pursuing a vehicle that places the government in the position of making an affirmatively religious statement, the Majority has transgressed the clear line between government and religion in violation of the Establishment Clause of the First Amendment.

284. Under the heading, “H. CON. RES. 13 VIOLATES THE FIRST AMENDMENT’S PROHIBITION AGAINST THE ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION,” the dissenters further noted:
H. Con. Res. 13 does prefer religion over non-religion, which violates the Constitution. Second, it endorses a specific type of religion, monotheism, over other religions, which likewise is unconstitutional.

The Sequence of Events Regarding Edge-Incusion Further Demonstrates that the “Heritage” Argument is a Sham

285. Further evidence that the unique religious importance of the motto (rather than any “heritage”) is why Congress has paid so much attention to it can be seen in the sequence of events regarding the edge-incusion design for the $1 presidential coins.
286. Those coins were first introduced in 2006, pursuant to the Presidential $1 Coin Act of 2005.
 In the bill that gave rise to the act, Congress wrote:
In order to revitalize the design of United States coinage and return circulating coinage to its position as not only a necessary means of exchange in commerce, but also as an object of aesthetic beauty in its own right, it is appropriate to move many of the mottos and emblems, the inscription of the year, and the so-called ‘‘mint marks’’ that currently appear on the 2 faces of each circulating coin to the edge of the coin, which would allow larger and more dramatic artwork on the coins reminiscent of the so-called ‘‘Golden Age of Coinage’’ in the United States, at the beginning of the Twentieth Century, initiated by President Theodore Roosevelt, with the assistance of noted sculptors and medallic artists James Earle Fraser and Augustus Saint-Gaudens.

287. Accordingly, it was decided that “[t]he inscription of the year of minting or issuance of the coin and the inscriptions ‘E Pluribus Unum’ and ‘In God We Trust” shall be edge-incused into the coin.”

288. What turned out to be “reminiscent” of the Roosevelt and Saint-Gaudens era were the objections to the lack of prominence of the “In God We Trust” phrase.
289. For instance, Rep. Dan Burton (IN) complained about “people in this country who have tried to get … belief in God taken off of all … coins and currency.”
 
290. Decrying the notion of “putting ‘In God We Trust’ in an obscure place on coins so that people can’t read it,” he continued by stating, “This country was formed with a firm reliance on God Almighty, and when we start taking God out of everything, as some people want to do, we run the risk of having him turn his back on us.”
 
291. Rep. Burton then stated that, in consequence, “I’m going to be introducing legislation that will demand or mandate that ‘In God We Trust’ be maintained and retained on our coinage in a prominent place.”

292. As a result, that phrase is no longer permitted to be edge-incused: “The design on the obverse or the reverse shall bear the inscription ‘In God We Trust’.”

293. It should be recognized that not one of the congressmen complained about the edge-incusion of “[t]he inscription of the year of minting or issuance of the coin.”
294. The year, of course, has a “heritage” of placement on the obverse or reverse of every coin minted since 1792. See ¶¶ 76-77. 
295. Nor did any congressman complain about the edge-incusion of “E Pluribus Unum.”
296. The “heritage” of “E Pluribus Unum” dates back to July 4, 1776, when it was created by a committee comprised of none other than Benjamin Franklin, Thomas Jefferson and John Adams.
 
297. Thus it can be seen that of the three edge-incused items, only the one with the least claim to being a reminder of our “heritage” (i.e., the one comprised of purely religious text that reflects the majority’s (Christian) Monotheistic religious view) is the one that Congress felt compelled to move to a more prominent location. 
298. That the issue is to exalt our nation’s “heritage,” therefore, is a sham. Congress’s sole reason for moving the motto to the obverse or reverse was to exalt (Christian) Monotheism.
(3) General Society Continues to Use the Motto to Advocate for (Christian) Monotheism 
299. Endorsing (Christian) Monotheism is how society sees the motto as well.
300. The 2012 Honorary Chairman of the National Day of Prayer Task Force, for example (in his official prayer that ended “[i]n the name of Your Son, and our Savior”), noted that “[o]ur currency proclaims ‘In God We Trust.’”

301. In God We Trust America, another Monotheism advocacy group, seeks to have “Elected Officials … Legally Display Our National Motto ‘In God We Trust’ In Every City, County and State Chamber in America.”

302. They explain that their reason for doing this is “to keep God’s name in America, and acknowledge and affirm the role that faith in God plays in the public lives of the citizens in this country, and in the core values of our nation.”
 
303. In God We Trust / Put It Up is but one more example of an organization that uses the motto to serve its religious ends. For them, the “In God We Trust” phrase means “that God our Creator is still the foundation of our nation’s trust.”

304. On its website, the Family Research Council states it “has advanced faith, family and freedom in public policy and the culture from a Christian worldview.”

305. In an email sent on September 14, FRC wrote about its 2012 “Value Voters Summit”: 
Value Voters Accept God to their Platform

The first day of the Values Voters Summit (VVS) is barely over and already the gathering is a hit. I opened our "Values Voters Convention" by amending our theme of "Limit government, reduce spending, champion traditional values and protect America" by adding at the end – “No apologies: In God We Trust.”
 
306. This amendment was “approved following three unanimous votes by those gathered in the hall.”

307. A Google search of “‘In God We Trust’ products” performed on September 17, 2012, showed www.christianbook.com as the first paid entry.
308. The second paid entry was www.zazzle.com, which has “gifts” for sale, including crosses, the Bible, and a Jesus figure all associated with the motto.
309. The first non-paid result (www.squidoo.com) began with “‘In God We Trust’ Products Help You Share Your Faith,” followed by “Encourage Others to Pray.”
310. A search through Amazon.com shows that virtually every book published with “In God We Trust” in the title uses that phrase in a clearly religious manner. 
311. The latest title, for instance, is “The American Prayer Book: In God We Trust,” by Marci Alborghetti (release date October 1, 2012), published by the Catholic Book Publishing Corp. and associated with “Books > Christian Books and Bibles > Christian Living.”
312. The next such book is “In God We Trust,” by Christopher Handy (release date September 10, 2012), described as “an e-book that asks the age old question is who is God? And does He care about me and my problems.”
313. This book was followed by “In God We Trust,” by Brian Wilkins and Emily Wilkins (release date September 6, 2012), a book with a cross prominently placed on its cover. 
314. Next is “In God We Trust,” by Lenora Gauthier (release date July 22, 2012), which is said to be “a tale of spiritual awakening in the midst of the dark political climate in the United States of America, which extends the belief that God is more powerful than any man and that our country can be restored to the strong Christian nation it once was.”
 
315. In 2005, the undersigned (Michael Newdow) brought a legal challenge to “In God We Trust” on his own behalf in the Ninth Circuit. (He lost that challenge on the basis of binding precedent. Newdow v. Lefevre, 598 F.3d 638 (9th Cir. 2010) TA \l "Newdow v. Lefevre, 598 F.3d 638 (9th Cir. 2010)" \s "Newdow v. Lefevre" \c 1 .)
316. Seven organizations filed amicus curiae briefs in that case. Of those seven organizations, six were patently religious.

H. IN EXTOLLING (CHRISTIAN) MONOTHEISM, “IN GOD WE TRUST” HAS HAD THE EFFECT OF DENIGRATING ATHEISM AND ATHEISTS

317. By espousing the motto “In God We Trust” and placing it on every coin and currency bill, Defendants have contributed to the fact that Atheists are viewed unfavorably by more than half of their fellow Americans merely on the basis of their deeply felt religious views.
 
318. The (Christian) Monotheistic coinage is also partly responsible for the astounding 57% of the population holding the view that nonbelievers are incapable of being moral.
 
319. In fact, research has shown that our society finds that Atheists – solely on the basis of their disbelief in God – are felt to be less trustworthy than rapists!
 
320. The environment created by the pervasive and persistent governmental employment of “In God We Trust” has also helped create “symbolic boundaries that clearly and sharply exclude atheists in both private and public life.”

321. “[N]ot only [are] atheists … less accepted than other marginalized groups but … attitudes toward them have not exhibited the marked increase in acceptance that has characterized views of other racial and religious minorities over the past forty years.”

322. This notion was corroborated by a recent Gallup poll, finding (as has been the case since the question was first asked by the Gallup organization in 1958) fewer people stating they would vote for a generally well-qualified Atheist than for a member of any other religious minority.
 (A full 43% stated they would not vote for such a person.)
I. PURSUANT TO THEIR RELIGIOUS BELIEFS, PLAINTIFFS DISAGREE WITH (AND ARE OFFENDED BY) THE ESSENCE OF WHAT “IN GOD WE TRUST” STANDS FOR

323. As exemplified by James Pollock’s “King of Kings and Lord of Lords” reference, see note 73, page 21, supra, the “In God We Trust” phrase is inextricably linked with the Bible. For example, that holy book (worshipped by the (Christian) Monotheistic majority responsible for the use of the phrase on our money) states, “Trust in the LORD with all your heart and lean not on your own understanding.” See Proverbs 3:5.
324. Trust in God represents the antithesis of Plaintiffs’ religious ideals. 
325. To Plaintiffs, trust in God was largely responsible for the slavery that stains our nation’s history.
 
326. To Plaintiffs, trust in God allowed the United States Supreme Court to deny women the right to practice law.

327. To Plaintiffs, trust in God allowed the people of Virginia to criminalize interracial marriage.

328. To Plaintiffs, trust in God has also led to the hugely embarrassing fact that 46% of Americans believe “God created human beings pretty much in their present form at one time within the last 10,000 years or so."
 
329. Thus, for Plaintiffs, “In God We Trust” is completely inconsistent with 31 USC 3112 (t)(3)(E): “[I]t is important that the Nation’s coinage and currency bear dignified designs of which the citizens of the United States can be proud." Atheists are anything but proud to have inscribed on every coin and currency bill a national motto they believe represents the repudiation of rational thinking. 
330. Accordingly, “In God We Trust” on the money substantially burdens Plaintiffs in the free exercise of their religious beliefs.
331. This is in violation of 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000bb et seq TA \s "42 U.S.C. §§ 2000bb et seq" . (Religious Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA)), which states in pertinent parts:
§ 2000bb(a)(3): “The Congress finds that governments should not substantially burden religious exercise without compelling justification.”
§ 2000bb(b)(1) and (b)(2): “The purposes of this chapter are to restore the compelling interest test … and to guarantee its application in all cases where free exercise of religion is substantially burdened; and to provide a claim or defense to persons whose religious exercise is substantially burdened by government.”
§ 2000bb-1(b)(1) and (b)(2): “Government may substantially burden a person’s exercise of religion only if it demonstrates that application of the burden to the person is in furtherance of a compelling governmental interest; and is the least restrictive means of furthering that compelling governmental interest.”
332. Plaintiffs are substantially burdened by being forced to bear a religious message that is the antithesis of what they believe is religious truth.

333. As Rep. Emanuel Cleaver (MO) stated earlier this year, “no respectable atheist would walk around with something in his pocket that said ‘In God We Trust.’”

334. Rep. Cleaver, a United Methodist pastor, was one of the very few congressmen to vote against last year’s motto reaffirmation.
 He apparently recognized that just as there would be substantial burdens on the exercise of religion for Jews forced to carry money stating “Jesus is Our Saviour;” or Catholics forced to carry money stating “Abhor that arrant whore of Rome;”
 or Monotheists forced to carry money stating “God is a Myth;” Atheists are substantially burdened in the exercise of their religion by being forced to carry money stating “In God We Trust.”

335. Atheists are also substantially burdened by being forced to proselytize for a religious claim that is completely contrary to their personal religious beliefs.

336. This unwilling proselytization occurs when they engage in foreign travel (as Plaintiffs Newdow, Bronstein, and Woodward, for example, all do).
337. This proselytization is both expected and desired by Defendants, as can be seen in a number of the statements they have made.

338. More than a century ago, for instance, Rep. Ollie M. James stated, “we are engaged in sending to foreign countries and to distant people our missionaries to preach the religions of Jesus Christ,” and sending the nation’s money “across the ocean” will teach others that “‘Here are the dollars of the greatest nation on earth, one that does not put its trust in floating navies or in marching armies, but places its trust in God.’”

339. When Matthew H. Rothert first wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury, he noted that placing “In God We Trust” on the currency would “affirm our trust in God in such a manner that it will be heard around the world.”
 
340. At a hearing before the House Banking and Currency Committee (on Mr. Rothert’s proposal), Rep. Herman P. Eberharter (PA) echoed this idea: 

[T]he American dollar travels all over the world, into every country of the world, and frequently gets behind the Iron Curtain, and if it carries this message in that way I think it would be very good. I think that is one of the most compelling reasons why we should put it on our currency.
 

341. Similarly, Rep. Lawrence Fountain (NC) stated, “[T]hat inscription … indicates to the world that … the material is not the thing upon which we should rely, but it is God.”
 

342. The American Legion, which was also advocating for the use of the religious motto on the money, had its opinion placed in the Congressional Record.
343. Especially concerned about the spread of communism, that organization wrote that “the principles laid down by God and the teachings of our way of life should be kept alive in the hearts and minds of our friends enslaved behind the Iron Curtain.”

344. Less than a decade ago, the idea of proselytization was reiterated yet once more in the United States Mint Annual Report:

Wherever United States coins travel, they serve as reminders of the values that all Americans share. The words and symbols that define us as Americans have a permanent place in our coins: “Liberty” … “In God We Trust” … E Pluribus Unum” … … Our coins are small declarations of our beliefs. They showcase how we see ourselves and our sense of sovereign identity. And they serve as ambassadors of American values and ideals.

345. Thus, it is again seen that Defendants consider “In God We Trust” as being one of the “declarations of our beliefs.”

346. Moreover, with characteristic myopia, Defendants ignore Atheists such as Plaintiffs by viewing the motto as being a declaration “that all Americans share.” Plaintiffs definitely do not share the belief that there is a God, or that they trust in such an entity.

347. Above all, Plaintiffs do not wish to proselytize for such a declaration of belief.

348. Perhaps most egregiously, Plaintiffs are substantially burdened because the effects of the “In God We Trust” inscriptions further the anti-Atheist prejudices they have endured in this alleged “beacon of religious freedom.” See ¶ 254, supra. As noted, “Atheists – solely on the basis of their disbelief in God – are felt to be less trustworthy than rapists!” See ¶ 319, supra.
349. Defendants have no compelling interest to justify these burdens.

350. This is readily seen by noting that myriad other nations have currency without religious advocacy, and there have been no problems as a result.

351. This is also seen by noting that this nation’s money functioned perfectly well for more than seventy years without the motto having ever been inscribed on any currency.

352. Additionally, during the subsequent ninety-plus years (through the 1955 mandate that required the motto’s inscription on all coins and currency bills), there was no dysfunction resulting from the secular coinage and bills that Defendants continued to manufacture.

353. In fact, Defendant Congress just recently acknowledged that “it is appropriate to move many of the mottos and emblems, the inscription of the year, and the so-called ‘mint marks’ that currently appear on the 2 faces of each circulating coin to the edge of the coin, which would allow larger and more dramatic artwork.” See ¶ 286, supra.
354. This acknowledgement, too, demonstrates that there is no compelling interest to having “In God We Trust” on the money.  

355. Even if there were a compelling interest, Defendants would need to show they furthered that interest in the least restrictive manner. This is another requirement that Defendants have yet to meet.

356. Whatever the compelling interest Defendants may claim, it is likely that some other motto would serve it without burdening Plaintiffs’ religious exercise.
357. For instance, the European Union’s motto, “Unity in Diversity,”
 seems to serve its purposes without infringing upon the religious rights of anyone within its very large jurisdiction.

358. In fact, even limiting the motto to the current format, a virtually endless number of nonreligious choices exist. “In Equality We Trust,” “In Liberty We Trust,” “In Diversity We Trust,” and so on, all embrace the noble principles underlying our governmental structure without compromising (or even implicating) constitutional mandates.
359. Furthermore, even if the “heritage” argument is accepted, it must be asked why this one particular heritage item was chosen from the thousands that exist. 
360. Democracy, discovery, innovation, foreign aid, exploration of space, and the welcoming of immigrants (as well as slavery, lack of suffrage for the poor, racial discrimination, pollution, and the absence of property rights for married women) are also parts of our heritage. 
361. That only belief in God was chosen from among the myriad of potential candidates indicates that it was not merely our “heritage” that led to the selection of “In God We Trust.” On the contrary, that particular “heritage” was chosen for one reason only: to advance the particular religious view it contains. 
362. Defendant Geithner’s Treasury Department has written that “[t]his use of the national motto has been challenged in court many times over the years that it has been in use.”

363. Thus, Defendants have obviously been aware for quite some time that many citizens find the motto offensive.

364. Despite this awareness, Defendant Geithner’s Treasury Department is almost defiant as it snubs those who seek nothing more than to have their fundamental rights of religious liberty and equal protection upheld:

The Department of the Treasury and the Department of Justice intend to actively defend against challenges to the use of the national motto.

365. It does this while acknowledging (in the very first sentence of its “History of ‘In God We Trust’” fact sheet) that “[t]he motto IN GOD WE TRUST was placed on United States coins largely because of … increased religious sentiment.”

366. That “religious sentiment” was the specific religious sentiment that espouses (Christian) Monotheism. It thus excluded Atheists such as Plaintiffs.

367. Accordingly, just as it furthered the religious exercise of the (Christian) Monotheistic majority, the inscription of “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills burdens the religious exercise of Plaintiffs. 
CAUSES OF ACTION
COUNT # 1: 
DEFENDANTS HAVE no constitutional grant of power to PLACe RELIGIOUS VERBIAGE ON THE NATION’S MONEY
368. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
369. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
370. “If no enumerated power authorizes Congress to pass a certain law, that law may not be enacted.” National Federation of Independent Business v. Sebelius, No. 11–393, slip op. at 3 (567 U.S. ____ (June 28, 2012) TA \l "National Federation of Independent Business v. Sebelius, 567 U.S. ____ (2012)" \s "National Fed v. Sebelius" \c 1 ).
 

371. Thus, “[t]he Federal Government … must show that a consti​tutional grant of power authorizes each of its actions.” Id.

372. No constitutional grant of power authorizes Defendants to make religious claims.

373. By inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants are making the religious claims that (i) there is a “God,” and (ii) the people of this nation do (and should) “trust” in that “God.”

374. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Constitution under the “enumerated powers” test.
COUNT # 2: 
DEFENDANTS HAVE VIOLATED PLAINTIFFS’ EQUAL PROTECTION RIGHTS
375. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
376. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
377. Under the Establishment Clause TA \s "U.S. Const. amend. I" , government and its agents are required to show equal respect for all lawful religious views.

378. Defendants, by placing “In God We Trust” on the money, are showing no respect for Plaintiffs’ religious views, while supporting the majority’s Monotheistic religious belief.

379. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Equal Protection component found in the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment. Adarand Constructors, Inc. v. Mineta, 534 U.S. 103, 105 (2001) TA \l "Adarand Constructors, Inc. v. Mineta, 534 U.S. 103 (2001)" \s "Adarand Constructors, Inc. v. Mineta" \c 1 . 
COUNT # 3: 
DEFENDANTS HAVE ESTABLISHED MONOTHEISM 

380. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
381. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
382. Prior Establishment Clause cases have focused on the “respecting” aspect of the First Amendment’s first clause (i.e., “Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion …”).

383. This case goes well beyond that prohibition. The official declaration of a religious belief as the nation’s motto is, in fact, an establishment per se.

384. Defendants have officially decreed: “‘In God we trust’ is the national motto.” 36 U.S.C. § 302 TA \s "36 U.S.C. § 302" . They have mandated that motto’s inscription on every coin and currency bill they produce. 31 U.S.C. § 5112 TA \s "31 U.S.C. § 5112" (d)(1); § 5114(b).

385. The definition of a motto is “a sentence, phrase, or word inscribed on something as appropriate to or indicative of its character or use” and/or “a short expression of a guiding principle.”
 A nation’s motto, therefore, is a phrase indicative of that nation’s character and expresses its guiding principle.

386. In short, by definition, a religious claim officially decreed as a nation’s motto is an establishment of religion. 

387. That this argument is correct can be immediately recognized by considering the constitutionally equivalent motto: “In Jesus Christ We Trust.”
388. Just as that phrase would be stating that belief in Jesus Christ is indicative of the nation’s character and its “guiding principle,” “In God We Trust” states that belief in God is indicative of the nation’s character and its “guiding principle.”
389. In other words, just as the former motto would be an absolute establishment of Christianity, the latter is an absolute establishment of Monotheism.
390. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the First Amendment by establishing Monotheism as the official religious belief of the nation.
COUNT # 4: 
DEFENDANTS HAVE ACTED WITH A RELIGIOUS PURPOSE 

391. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
392. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
393. On November 13, 1861, a “Minister of the Gospel” wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury requesting that “the recognition of the Almighty God” be placed upon the nation’s coins. See ¶ 83, supra.

394. Within a week, the Secretary of the Treasury responded by contending that “The trust of our people in God should be declared on our national coins.” See ¶ 84, supra.

395. The Director of the Mint wrote (in the official annual Mint Director’s Report) that “We claim to be a Christian nation. … Our national coinage … should declare our trust in God -- in Him who is the ‘King of Kings and Lord of Lords.’” See ¶ 87, supra.

396. The Director of the Mint then made suggestions which the Treasury Secretary modified slightly, such that “In God We Trust” was the phrase decided upon. See ¶¶ 91-92, supra.

397. As evidenced by the foregoing (and by the extensive record that exists relating to the removal of those words from a coin in 1908, see ¶¶ 105-148; by the record relating to the placement of those words on the currency bills, see ¶¶ 147-175; and by the blatant religious advocacy which pervaded Defendant Congress’s halls when that placement occurred, see ¶¶ 198-214), the unequivocal purpose of having “In God We Trust” on the nation’s money was to promote (Christian) Monotheism.

398. In this case, “no legislative recitation of a supposed secular purpose can blind us to that fact.” Stone v. Graham, 449 U.S. 39, 41 (1980) TA \l "Stone v. Graham, 449 U.S. 39 (1980)" \s "Stone v. Graham" \c 1 .
399. Under the Establishment Clause TA \s "U.S. Const. amend. I" , government is prohibited from “abandoning neutrality and acting with the intent of promoting a particular point of view in religious matters.” Corporation of Presiding Bishop v. Amos, 483 U.S. 327, 335 (1986) TA \l "Corporation of Presiding Bishop v. Amos, 483 U.S. 327 (1986)" \s "Corporation of Presiding Bishop v. Amos" \c 1 .
400. In other words, “[t]he Establishment Clause of the First Amendment … prevents [government] from enacting laws that have the ‘purpose’ … of advancing or inhibiting religion.”  TA \l "Zelman v. Simmons-Harris, 536 U.S. 639 (2002)" \s "Zelman v. Simmons-Harris" \c 1 Zelman v. Simmons-Harris, 536 U.S. 639, 648-49 (2002).

401. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Establishment Clause TA \s "U.S. Const. amend. I"  of the Constitution under the “purpose” test.

COUNT # 5: 
CONSISTENT WITH THEIR PURPOSES, DEFENDANTS’ ACTS HAVE RELIGIOUS EFFECTS

402. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
403. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
404. As just revealed, “In God We Trust” on the money – at its inception – was intended to have the effect of furthering “the recognition of the Almighty God,” of declaring “[t]he trust of our people in God,” and of declaring “our trust in … Him who is the ‘King of Kings and Lord of Lords.’”  

405. Defendants have since reported that the challenged phrase has that effect. Congress, for example, has noted that the phrase “reflects the reverent and religious conviction which underlies American citizenship.”

406. Defendant Peterson’s Mint (not even a decade ago) wrote in its official annual report that, by being placed into the circulation, our coins “serve as reminders of the values that all Americans share.”
 
407. Specifically mentioning “In God We Trust,” the report continued by noting that the coins convey “declarations of our beliefs … [and] “serve as ambassadors of American values and ideals.”
 
408. Clearly, then, the challenged practice “viewed in its totality by an ordinary, reasonable observer, convey[s] the view that the [government] favor[s] or disfavor[s] certain religious beliefs.” Galloway v. Town of Greece, 681 F.3d 20, 29 (2012) TA \l "Galloway v. Town of Greece, 681 F.3d 20 (2012)" \s "Galloway v. Town of Greece" \c 1 . Specifically, “In God We Trust” shows governmental favoritism for belief (and trust) in God.
409. Simultaneously, that phrase shows disfavor for disbelief in such a religious entity.
410. “The Establishment Clause of the First Amendment … prevents [government] from enacting laws that have the ‘effect’ of advancing or inhibiting religion.” Zelman v. Simmons-Harris TA \s "Zelman v. Simmons-Harris" , 536 U.S. 639, 648-49 (2002).
411. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Establishment Clause of the Constitution under this “effects” test.
COUNT # 6: 
DEFENDANTS HAVE VIOLATED THE NEUTRALITY REQUIRED BETWEEN “RELIGION” AND “NONRELIGION” 

412. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
413. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
414. The Supreme Court – specifically referencing belief in God as it applies to the Establishment Clause – has announced that “[t]he touchstone for our analysis is the principle that the ‘First Amendment mandates governmental neutrality between … religion and nonreligion.’” McCreary County TA \s "McCreary County"  v. ACLU, 545 U.S. 844, 860 (2005) (citation omitted).
415. It is obvious that, by placing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have shown a preference for belief in God (i.e., “religion”) over disbelief in God (i.e., “nonreligion.”). 

416. Phrased alternatively, Defendants have shown a preference for Monotheism over Atheism.
417. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Establishment Clause of the Constitution under this “neutrality touchstone” test.

COUNT # 7: 
DEFENDANTS HAVE ENDORSED THE RELIGIOUS BELIEF THAT THERE EXISTS A GOD 

418. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
419. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
420. The Supreme Court has referenced “endorsement” as relevant for determining whether or not a governmental practice is constitutional.

421. As phrased by this concept’s originator, the Establishment Clause “does preclude government from conveying … a message that … a particular religious belief is favored or preferred. Such an endorsement infringes the religious liberty of the nonadherents.” Wall TA \s "Wallace v. Jaffree" ace v. Jaffree, 472 U.S. 38, 70 (1985) TA \l "Wallace v. Jaffree, 472 U.S. 38 (1985)" \s "Wallace v. Jaffree" \c 1  (O’Connor, J., concurring). 
422. The “particular religious belief” that there exists a God (plus the notion that “we” Americans “trust” in “Him”) is clearly favored and preferred by placing “In God We Trust” on each coin and currency bill. 
423. Although this favoritism is obvious from the motto’s verbiage, a poll was commissioned in 1994 to quantify the percentage of Americans who recognize this favoritism.
424. Phrasing the issue in terms of “endorsement,” the pollsters found that, by a 3:1 margin, Americans overwhelmingly hold the opinion that the “In God We Trust” phrase “endorses a belief in God.” Appendix B. 
425. An added “endorsement” concern relates to children:
An important concern of the effects test is whether the symbolic union of church and state effected by the challenged governmental action is sufficiently likely to be perceived by adherents of the controlling denominations as an endorsement, and by the nonadherents as a disapproval, of their individual religious choices. The inquiry into this kind of effect must be conducted with particular care when many of the citizens perceiving the governmental message are children in their formative years. 
Grand Rapids School District v. Ball, 473 U.S. 373, 390 (1985) TA \l "Grand Rapids School District v. Ball, 473 U.S. 373 (1985)" \s "Grand Rapids School District v. Ball" \c 1 
426. Plaintiffs Doe-Children, Roe-Children and Coe-Children are all “children in their formative years.”
427. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Establishment Clause of the Constitution under this “endorsement” test.

COUNT # 8: 
DEFENDANTS’ ACTS TURN PLAINTIFFS INTO POLITICAL OUTSIDERS ON THE BASIS OF THEIR RELIGIOUS BELIEFS

428. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
429. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
430. James Madison’s Memorial and Remonstrance
 – described as “the most important document explaining the Founders’ conception of religious freedom”
 – has been cited by the Supreme Court in more than thirty Establishment Clause cases.

431. That document spoke on religion in society. In it, Madison referred to equality no less than thirteen times. He argued that governmental association with and/or support for any religious idea is impermissible because it “degrades from the equal rank of Citizens all those whose opinions in Religion do not bend to those of the Legislative authority.”
 

432. The Supreme Court has referred to this situation by warning that “[governmental] sponsorship of a religious message is impermissible because it sends the ancillary message to members of the audience who are nonadherents ‘that they are outsiders, not full members of the political community.’” Santa Fe Independent School District v. Doe, 530 U.S. 290, 309 (2000) TA \l "Santa Fe Independent School District v. Doe, 530 U.S. 290 (2000)" \s "Santa Fe Independent School District v. Doe, 530 U.S. 290, 309 (2000)" \c 1  (citation omitted).
433. Plaintiffs, who specifically deny that there exists a god (and who find it offensive to be included among those who would trust in what they believe is a pure fiction) have been “degrade[d] from the equal rank of citizens” and turned into “outsiders, not full members of the political community” by Defendants’ inscriptions of the opposite religious belief on the nation’s coins and currency bills.
434. This can be shown, for example, by the countless incidents – to be shown at trial – where those among the (Christian) Monotheistic majority point to the “In God We Trust” phrase on the money as justification for telling Plaintiffs they should leave the country on account of their religious beliefs. 
435. More egregiously, it can also be shown by the verbiage used to extol the supposed virtues of faith in God. Obviously, Plaintiffs – who specifically do not trust in God – cannot possibly be included among the “We” in “In God We Trust.” Accordingly, by its inherent nature, the motto turns Plaintiffs into outsiders. 
436. As Justice Kennedy has noted, “it borders on sophistry to suggest that the ‘reasonable’ atheist would not feel less than a ‘“full membe[r] of the political community”‘ … [as a result of seeing ‘In God We Trust’] reproduced on every coin minted and every dollar printed by the Federal Government.” Allegheny County v. Greater Pittsburgh ACLU, 492 U.S. 573, 673 (1989) TA \l "Allegheny County v. Greater Pittsburgh ACLU, 492 U.S. 573 (1989)" \s "Allegheny County v. Greater Pittsburgh ACLU" \c 1  (Kennedy, J., concurring in part and dissenting in part).
437. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Establishment Clause of the Constitution under the “outsider” test.
COUNT # 9: 
DEFENDANTS’ ACTS PLACE THE POWER, PRESTIGE AND FINANCIAL SUPPORT OF GOVERNMENT BEHIND THE PARTICULAR RELIGIOUS BELIEF THAT THERE EXISTS A GOD

438. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
439. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
440. Not only does “In God We Trust” on the money turn Plaintiffs into political outsiders, it sends “an accompanying message to adherents that they are insiders, favored members of the political community.” Lynch v. Donnelly, 465 U.S. 668 (1984) TA \l "Lynch v. Donnelly, 465 U.S. 668 (1984)" \s "Lynch v. Donnelly" \c 1 . 
441. This message is particularly strong when “the power, prestige and financial support of government is placed behind a particular religious belief.” Engel v. Vitale, 370 U.S. 421, 431 (1962) TA \l "Engel v. Vitale, 370 U.S. 421 (1962)" \s "Engel v. Vitale" \c 1 .
442. In this case, “the power, prestige and financial support of government is placed behind [the] particular religious belief” that there exists a “God.” 

443. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Establishment Clause of the Constitution under this “power, prestige and financial support” test.
COUNT # 10:
DEFENDANTS HAVE DETERMINED THE PLAUSIBILITY OF THE RELIGIOUS CLAIM THAT “GOD” EXISTS 
444. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
445. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
446. “Repeatedly and in many different contexts, we have warned that courts must not presume to determine ... the plausibility of a religious claim.” Employment Div. v. Smith, 494 U.S. 872, 887 (1990) TA \l "Employment Div. v. Smith, 494 U.S. 872 (1990)" \s "Employment Div. v. Smith" \c 1 .
447. By asserting that “In God We Trust,” Defendants are, of necessity, claiming that “God” exists. Accordingly, they are determining the plausibility of that religious claim. 
448. Specifically, by attributing the trust in God to the people of the nation, Defendants have determined (at a minimum) that God’s existence is plausible.
449. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Constitution under the “religious claim plausibility” test.

COUNT # 11: 
DEFENDANTS HAVE LENT THEIR POWER TO ONE SIDE IN WHAT IS ARGUABLE THE GREATEST CONTROVERSY OVER RELIGIOUS DOGMA
450. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
451. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
452. The Supreme Court has written that “[t]he government may not … lend its power to one or the other side in controversies over religious … dogma.” Employment Div. v. Smith TA \s "Employment Div. v. Smith" , 494 U.S. 872, 877 (1990).
453. Whether there does or does not exist a “God” is perhaps the greatest controversy of all over religious dogma.
454. By claiming “In God We Trust” on every coin and currency bill they manufacture, Defendants have lent their power to the side of that religious controversy that says “God” does exist. 
455. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Constitution under the “lent governmental power to one side” test.

COUNT # 12:
DEFENDANTS’ ACTS PLACE GOVERNMENT’S IMPRIMATUR ON THE RELIGIOUS IDEA THAT THERE EXISTS A GOD 
456. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
457. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
458. Government violates the Establishment Clause when it is “perceived as conferring the imprimatur of the State on religious doctrine or practice.” Westside Community Bd. of Ed. v. Mergens, 496 U.S. 226, 264 (1990) TA \l "Westside Community Bd. of Ed. v. Mergens, 496 U.S. 226 (1990)" \s "Westside Community Bd. of Ed. v. Mergens" \c 1  (Marshall, J., concurring). 

459. Defendants’ inscription of “In God We Trust” on every coin and currency bill places government’s imprimatur on the religious doctrine that there exists a God (and that the United States’ citizens trust in that God). 
460. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Establishment Clause of the Constitution under this “imprimatur” test.
COUNT # 13: 
DEFENDANTS’ ACTS APPLY COERCION TO PLAINTIFFS IN REGARD TO THEIR RELIGIOUS BELIEFS
461. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
462. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
463. The motto unquestionably has religiously coercive effects.
464. This is perhaps best demonstrated by an admission made during its latest congressional “reaffirmation.” The day after the House voted on the resolution, one of its most politically powerful members, Rep. Charles Rangel (NY), stated: 
Yesterday, the House overwhelmingly passed a bill that would support the motto “In God We Trust.” I reluctantly supported it because I didn’t want anyone to believe that I didn’t trust God.

465. This sentiment is hardly surprising. After all, as the history documented in this Complaint makes abundantly clear, “In God We Trust” was placed on the money as “an attempt to employ the machinery of the State to enforce a religious orthodoxy.” Lee v. Weisman, 505 U.S. 577, 592 (1992) TA \l "Lee v. Weisman, 505 U.S. 577 (1992)" \s "Lee v. Weisman" \c 1 .
466. Such coercive effects are especially problematic when children are involved, since “nonconformity is not an outstanding characteristic of children. The result is an obvious pressure upon children.” McCollum v. Board of Education, 333 U.S. 203, 227 (1948) TA \l "McCollum v. Board of Education, 333 U.S. 203 (1948)" \s "McCollum v. Board of Education" \c 1  (Frankfurter, J., concurring). 

467. Accordingly, “even devout children may well avoid claiming their right and simply continue to participate in exercises distasteful to them because of an understandable reluctance to be stigmatized as atheists.” Abington School District v. Schempp, 374 U.S. 203, 290 (1963) TA \l "Abington School District v. Schempp, 374 U.S. 203 (1963)" \s "Abington School District v. Schempp" \c 1  (Brennan, J., concurring). See also Lee, 505 U.S. at 593 (“This pressure, though subtle and indirect, can be as real as any overt compulsion.”). 
468. The Doe, Roe and Coe children in this case are all especially susceptible to these coercive effects because they are “impressionable youngsters.” Grand Rapids School District v. Ball TA \s "Grand Rapids School District v. Ball" , 473 U.S. 373, 385 (1985).
469. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Establishment Clause of the Constitution under this “coercion” test.
COUNT # 14: 
ANY AND ALL SECULAR JUSTIFICATIONS FOR DEFENDANTS’ ACTS ARE SHAMS 
470. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
471. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
472. “[A]lthough a legislature’s stated reasons will generally get deference, the secular purpose required has to be genuine, not a sham, and not merely secondary to a religious objective.” McCreary County TA \s "McCreary County"  v. ACLU, 545 U.S. 844, 864 (2005). 
473. The history provided in this Complaint shows that there has been an exclusively religious purpose behind Defendants’ inscriptions of “In God We Trust” on each of the nation’s coins and currency bills. 

474. Any proffered non-religious objective is a sham.

475. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Establishment Clause of the Constitution under this “cannot be a sham” test.
COUNT # 15: 
DEFENDANTS’ ACTS VIOLATE PLAINTIFFS’ FREE EXERCISE RIGHTS
476. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
477. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
478. Defendants have repeatedly stated that they have placed “In God We Trust” on the money for the purpose of furthering (Christian) Monotheistic religious belief.
479. Moreover, the text, the legislative history and the actual effect of having those words on the money show that the statutes at issue are neither religiously neutral nor of general applicability.

480. Due to Defendants’ actions, Plaintiffs have only two alternatives to simply using the nation’s sole legal tender: (i) Utilize a relatively burdensome alternative method, or (ii) bear a religious message they believe to be untrue and completely contrary to their sincerely held religious beliefs. 
481. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated Plaintiffs’ Free Exercise rights. 
COUNT # 16: 
DEFENDANTS’ ACTS SUBSTANTIALLY BURDEN PLAINTIFFS’ EXERCISE OF RELIGION IN VIOLATION OF RFRA
482. The allegations set forth in the preceding paragraphs are realleged herein. 
483. This cause of action is pled against each and all Defendants.
484. Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §§ 2000bb et seq TA \s "42 U.S.C. §§ 2000bb et seq" . (Religious Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA)), government may not substantially burden any individuals in the exercise of their religious beliefs. 
485. RFRA was intended to prevent government from substantially burdening religious exercise when government has acted in a religiously neutral manner. In this case, Defendants have gone far beyond that expected reach of RFRA, having acted (as both history and the text “In God We Trust” incontrovertibly make clear) in a purely (Christian) Monotheistic religious manner.
486. By placing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have forced Plaintiffs to bear a religious message that is the antithesis of what they believe is religious truth.
487. By placing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have forced Plaintiffs – especially those who travel to foreign countries – to proselytize for a religious claim that is completely contrary to their personal religious beliefs.
488. By placing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have forced Plaintiffs to further the anti-Atheist religious prejudices that pervade this nation’s society.

489. Defendants have no compelling interest to justify these burdens.

490. Thus, by inscribing “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency bills, Defendants have violated the Religious Freedom Restoration Act. 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request relief and judgment as follows:
I. To declare that the inscription of “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency (pursuant to 31 U.S.C. § 5112 TA \l "31 U.S.C. § 5112" \s "31 U.S.C. § 5112" \c 2  (d)(1) and 31 U.S.C. § 5114 TA \l "31 U.S.C. § 5114" \s "31 U.S.C. § 5114" \c 2 (b)) violates the Establishment Clause of the United States Constitution;
II. To declare that the inscription of “In God We Trust” on the nation’s coins and currency (pursuant to 31 U.S.C. § 5112 TA \l "31 U.S.C. § 5112" \s "31 U.S.C. § 5112" \c 2  (d)(1) and 31 U.S.C. § 5114 TA \l "31 U.S.C. § 5114" \s "31 U.S.C. § 5114" \c 2 (b)) violates the Religious Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA TA \s "RFRA" ), 42 U.S.C. § 2000bb et seq TA \l "42 U.S.C. § 2000bb et seq" \s "42 U.S.C. § 2000bb et seq" \c 2 .;
III. To permanently enjoin Defendants from minting coins and/or printing currency on which is engraved “In God We Trust;”
IV. To allow Plaintiffs (pursuant to the Equal Access to Justice Act, 28 U.S.C. § 2412 TA \l "28 U.S.C. § 2412" \s "28 U.S.C. § 2412" \c 2 , and as may otherwise be allowed by law) to recover all reasonable costs, expert witness fees, attorney fees, and other expenses; and 
V. To provide such other and further relief as the Court may deem proper.

Respectfully submitted,
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� The Doe, Roe, and Coe plaintiffs are all using pseudonyms.


� Accessed at � HYPERLINK http://www.usmint.gov/about_the_mint/ ��http://www.usmint.gov/about_the_mint/� TA \l "http://www.usmint.gov/about_the_mint/" \s "http://www.usmint.gov/about_the_mint/" \c 10 �� on September 18, 2012 (italics in original).


� Accessed at � HYPERLINK "http://www.moneyfactory.gov/aboutthebep.html" ��http://www.moneyfactory.gov/aboutthebep.html� TA \l "http://www.moneyfactory.gov/aboutthebep.html" \s "http://www.moneyfactory.gov/aboutthebep.html" \c 10 �� on September 18, 2012.


� “United States coins shall have the inscription ‘In God We Trust’.” 31 U.S.C. § 5112� TA \s "31 U.S.C. § 5112" �(d)(1).


� “United States currency has the inscription ‘In God We Trust’ in a place the Secretary decides is appropriate.” 31 U.S.C. § 5114� TA \s "31 U.S.C. § 5114" �(b).


� “‘In God we trust’ is the national motto.” 36 U.S.C. § 302� TA \s "36 U.S.C. § 302" �.


� H. Con. Res. 13, 112th Cong., 1st Sess. (November 1, 2011). Similar “reaffirmations” were passed by the Senate in 2006 (S. Con. Res. 96, 109th Cong., 2nd Sess., July 12, 2006) and by both the House and the Senate in 2002 (Pub. L. No. 107-293, 116 Stat. 2057� TA \l "116 Stat. 2057" \s "116 Stat. 2057" \c 2 �).


� H. Rep. 112-47, 112th Cong., 1st Sess. (March 31, 2011) at 6.


� Id.


� The Declaration of Independence has four references to a supernatural power: “Nature’s God,” “their Creator,” “the Supreme Judge of the World,” and “Divine Providence.” Accessed on September 18, 2012 at � HYPERLINK "http://www.archives.gov/exhibits/charters/declaration_transcript.html" ��http://www.archives.gov/exhibits/charters/declaration_transcript.html� TA \l "http://www.archives.gov/exhibits/charters/declaration_transcript.html" \s "http://www.archives.gov/exhibits/charters/declaration_transcript.html" \c 10 ��.


� See at note � NOTEREF _Ref116654397 \h � \* MERGEFORMAT �18�, infra.


� The Articles of Confederation referenced “the Great Governor of the World.” Accessed on September 18, 2012 at � HYPERLINK "http://www.ourdocuments.gov/doc.php?doc=3&page=transcript" ��http://www.ourdocuments.gov/doc.php?doc=3&page=transcript� TA \l "http://www.ourdocuments.gov/doc.php?doc=3&page=transcript" \s "http://www.ourdocuments.gov/doc.php?doc=3&page=transcript" \c 10 ��.


� The Act, passed by Virginia’s General Assembly on January 16, 1786, began “Whereas, Almighty God hath created the mind free.” Va. Code Ann. § 57-1 (2012). It also speaks of “the Holy author of our religion.” Id.


� “We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of America.” Preamble to the U.S. Constitution. 


� Seven state constitutional preambles reference “God” (Alaska, Connecticut, Minnesota, Montana, New Hampshire, South Carolina, Wyoming); thirty-three reference “Almighty God” (Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, California, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, Mississippi, Nebraska, Nevada, New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Wisconsin); three reference something “Divine” (Delaware (“Divine Goodness”), Hawaii (“Divine Guidance”), and West Virginia (“Divine Providence”)); three reference the “Supreme Ruler of the Universe” (Colorado, Missouri, Washington); one references the “Sovereign Ruler of the Universe” (Maine); one references the “great Legislator of the universe” (Massachusetts); one references “our Creator” (Virginia); and one references the “Supreme Being” (Iowa). Brief of United States as Respondent Supporting Petitioners, Appendix B, � TA \l "Elk Grove Unified Sch. Dist. v. Newdow, 542 U.S. 1 (2004)" \s "Elk Grove Unified Sch. Dist. v. Newdow" \c 1 �Elk Grove Unified Sch. Dist. v. Newdow, 542 U.S. 1 (2004).


� U.S. Constitution, Article II� TA \l "U.S. Constitution, Article II" \s "United States Constitution, Article II" \c 7 �, Section 1, cl. 8 (“Before he enter on the Execution of his Office, he shall take the following Oath or Affirmation:--‘I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will faithfully execute the Office of President of the United States, and will to the best of my Ability, preserve, protect and defend the Constitution of the United States.’”).


� Connecticut (1662) (� HYPERLINK "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/17th_century/ct03.asp" ��http://avalon.law.yale.edu/17th_century/ct03.asp� TA \l "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/17th_century/ct03.asp" \s "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/17th_century/ct03.asp" \c 10 ��) and Rhode Island (1663) (� HYPERLINK "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/17th_century/ri04.asp" �http://avalon.law.yale.edu/17th_century/ri04.asp� TA \l "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/17th_century/ri04.asp" \s "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/17th_century/ri04.asp" \c 10 ��). Websites accessed on September 20, 2012.


� In four states, governmental officials were required to be Protestant (New Jersey, Georgia, North Carolina and South Carolina). Delaware required its legislators to state, “I … do profess faith in God the Father, and in Jesus Christ His only Son, and in the Holy Ghost, one God, blessed for evermore; and I do acknowledge the holy scriptures of the Old and New Testament to be given by divine inspiration.” Three other states – Massachusetts, New Hampshire and Maryland – required adherence to Christianity, and Pennsylvania mandated, “I do believe in one God, creator and governor of the universe, the rewarder of the good and the punisher of the wicked. And I do acknowledge the Scriptures of the Old and New Testament to be given by Divine inspiration.” 1776 Constitution of Pennsylvania, Section 10. Although the two remaining state constitutions (i.e., those of New York and Virginia) did not have religious test oaths, neither prohibited such a requirement. Only the federal constitution contained this unique notion. All accessed at � HYPERLINK "http://www.nhinet.org/ccs/docs.htm" �http://www.nhinet.org/ccs/docs.htm� and/or � HYPERLINK "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/subject_menus/18th.asp� TA \\l \"http://avalon.law.yale.edu/subject_menus/statech.asp\" \\s \"http://avalon.law.yale.edu/subject_menus/statech.asp\" \\c 10 �" �http://avalon.law.yale.edu/subject_menus/18th.asp� TA \l "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/subject_menus/statech.asp" \s "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/subject_menus/statech.asp" \c 10 �� on September 20, 2012. 


� U.S. Constitution, Article VI� TA \l "U.S. Constitution, Article VI" \s "U.S. Constitution, Article VI" \c 7 �, cl. 3.


� As reported at the White House website, at � HYPERLINK http://www.whitehouse.gov/history/presidents/jm4.html ��http://www.whitehouse.gov/history/presidents/jm4.html� TA \l "http://www.whitehouse.gov/history/presidents/jm4.html" \s "http://www.whitehouse.gov/history/presidents/jm4.html" \c 10 �� (accessed on August 23, 2012).


� The Founders’ Constitution, Volume 5, Amendment I (Religion), Document 49, University of Chicago Press (citing The Papers of James Madison). Edited by William T. Hutchinson et al. Chicago and London: University of Chicago Press, 1962� TA \l "The Papers of James Madison. Edited by William T. Hutchinson et al. (Chicago and London: University of Chicago Press, 1962)" \s "The Papers of James Madison. Edited by William T. Hutchinson et al. Chicago and London: University of Chicago Press, 1962" \c 5 �--77 (vols. 1--10); Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 1977--(vols. 11--). Accessed on March 3, 2012 at � HYPERLINK "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions49.html" ��http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions49.html� TA \l "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions49.html" \s "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions49.html" \c 10 ��. 


� Federalist #69. Accessed on March 3, 2012 at � HYPERLINK "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/18th_century/fed69.asp" ��http://avalon.law.yale.edu/18th_century/fed69.asp� TA \l "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/18th_century/fed69.asp" \s "http://avalon.law.yale.edu/18th_century/fed69.asp" \c 10 ��.


� The Founders’ Constitution, Volume 5, Amendment I (Religion), Document 52, The University of Chicago Press (citing Elliot, Jonathan, ed. The Debates in the Several State Conventions on the Adoption of the Federal Constitution as Recommended by the General Convention at Philadelphia in 1787. . . . 5 vols. 2d ed. 1888.� TA \l "The Debates in the Several State Conventions on the Adoption of the Federal Constitution as Recommended by the General Convention at Philadelphia in 1787. Elliot, Jonathan, ed. 2d ed., 1888." \s "Elliot, Jonathan, ed. The Debates in the Several State Conventions on the Adoption of the Federal Constitution as Recommended by the General Convention at Philadelphia in 1787. . . . 5 vols. 2d ed. 1888." \c 5 � Reprint. New York: Burt Franklin, n.d. Accessed on March 3, 2012, at � HYPERLINK "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions52.html" ��http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions52.html� TA \l "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions52.html" \s "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions52.html" \c 10 ��.


� Id.


� Pamphlets on the Constitution of the United States, Ford PL, ed. (Brooklyn, NY 1888)� TA \l "Pamphlets on the Constitution of the United States, Ford PL, ed. (Brooklyn, NY 1888)" \s "Pamphlets on the Constitution of the United States, Ford PL, ed. (Brooklyn, NY 1888)" \c 9 �, at 56.


� As was the case with “Publius” in The Federalist Papers, pseudonyms were frequently used in published political discourses at the time of the debates on the Constitution. 


� The Complete Anti-Federalist, Strong HJ, ed. (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1981)� TA \l "The Complete Anti-Federalist, Strong HJ, ed. (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1981)" \s "The Complete Anti-Federalist, Strong HJ, ed. (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1981)" \c 5 �, Vol. 4 (4.14.7), at 195-96.


� Id., Vol. 2 (2.4.108), at 75.


� Id. See also Cornell S. The Other Founders: Anti-Federalism and the Dissenting Tradition in America, 1788-1828 (University of North Carolina Press: Chapel Hill, NC; 1999)� TA \l "Cornell S. The Other Founders: Anti-Federalism and the Dissenting Tradition in America, 1788-1828 (University of North Carolina Press: Chapel Hill, NC; 1999)" \s "Cornell S. The Other Founders: Anti-Federalism and the Dissenting Tradition in America, 1788-1828 (University of North Carolina Press: Chapel Hill, NC; 1999)" \c 5 � at 57.


� Stokes AP. Church and State in the United States. (Harper & Brothers: New York, 1950)� TA \l "Stokes AP. Church and State in the United States. (Harper & Brothers: New York, 1950)" \s "Stokes AP. Church and State in the United States. (Harper & Brothers: New York, 1950)" \c 5 �, Volume III, at 583 (citation omitted).


� 1 Annals of Cong. 101 (1789)� TA \l "1 Annals of Cong. 102 (1789)" \s "1 Annals of Cong. 102 (1789)" \c 8 � (emphases added).


�  Id. at 106.


� Actions related to formulating the oath occurred on nine different occasions in the House (April 6, 14, 16, 20, 22, 25, 27 and May 6, with the Speaker signing the bill on May 21) and on seven different occasions in the Senate (April 28, 29 and May 2, 4, 5, 7, with the Vice President signing the bill on May 22). 


� 1 Stat. 23 (June 1, 1789)� TA \l "1 Stat. 23" \s "1 Stat. 23" \c 2 �. 


� Id. at § 3. A separate oath – also with no reference to God – was specified for Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives. Id. at § 5.


� 1 Annals of Cong. 440-59 (June 8, 1789) (J. Gales ed. 1834). 


� See at ¶ � REF _Ref333479886 \r \h � \* MERGEFORMAT �43�, page � PAGEREF _Ref333479886 \h ��9�, supra.


� Rush was a signatory of the Declaration of Independence and had been a member of the Continental Congress.


� Letter of June 15, 1789, in 1 Letters of Benjamin Rush (L.H. Butterfield ed., 1951) at 517. 


� Adams J. A defence of the constitutions of government of the United States. London (Reprinted in New York by H. Gaine) 1787 at xv.


� Concerning the 1790 census, Madison stated, “As to those employed in teaching and inculcating the duties of religion, there may be some indelicacy in singling them out, as the general government is proscribed from interfering, in any manner whatever, in matters respecting religion; and it may be thought to do this, in ascertaining who, and who are not, ministers of the gospel.” The Founders’ Constitution, Volume 2, Article 1, Section 2, Clause 3, Document 19, The University of Chicago Press (citing The Writings of James Madison. Edited by William T. Hutchinson et al, Chicago and London. University of Chicago Press, 1962--77� TA \l "The Writings of James Madison. Edited by Gaillard Hunt (New York: G. P. Putnam's Sons, 1900--1910)" \s "The Writings of James Madison. Edited by Gaillard Hunt. 9 vols. New York: G. P. Putnam's Sons, 1900--1910" \c 5 �.Accessed at � HYPERLINK "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/a1_2_3s19.html" ��http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/a1_2_3s19.html� TA \l "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/a1_2_3s19.html" \s "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/a1_2_3s19.html" \c 10 �� on July 15, 2012.


� The Founders’ Constitution, Volume 5, Amendment I (Religion), Document 66, The University of Chicago Press (citing The Writings of James Madison. Edited by Gaillard Hunt. 9 vols. New York: G. P. Putnam’s Sons, 1900--1910� TA \l "The Writings of James Madison. Edited by Gaillard Hunt (New York: G. P. Putnam's Sons, 1900--1910)" \s "The Writings of James Madison. Edited by Gaillard Hunt. 9 vols. New York: G. P. Putnam's Sons, 1900--1910" \c 5 �.Accessed at � HYPERLINK "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions66.html" �http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions66.html� TA \l "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions66.html" \s "http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/amendI_religions66.html" \c 10 �� on August 23, 2012.


� U.S. Constitution, Article VI� TA \l "U.S. Constitution, Article VI" \s "United States Constitution, Article VI" \c 7 �, cl. 2. “This Constitution … and all Treaties made, or which shall be made, under the Authority of the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the Land.”


� 8 Stat. 154� TA \l "8 Stat. 154" \s "8 Stat. 154" \c 2 �.


� A discourse in two parts: delivered July 23, 1812, on the public fast, in the chapel of Yale College by Timothy Dwight, D.D.L.L.D., President of that Seminary; Published at the request of the students, and others; New Haven, Published by Howe and Deforest; Sold also by A.T. Goodrich and Co. No. 124, Broadway, New-York; Printed by J. Seymour, 49, John-street, New York (1812), p. 46. 


� Sunday, October 23, 1831 sermon of Rev. Dr. Wilson of Albany, NY. Reprinted in Evangelical Magazine and Gospel Advocate, December 10, 1831, Vol. II, No. 50 (Utica, NY) at 393. Accessed on August 7, 2012 at � HYPERLINK "http://books.google.com/books?id=-zMrAAAAYAAJ&pg=PA363#v=onepage&q&f=false" ��http://books.google.com/books?id=-zMrAAAAYAAJ&pg=PA363#v=onepage&q&f=false� TA \l "http://books.google.com/books?id=-zMrAAAAYAAJ&pg=PA363#v=onepage&q&f=false" \s "http://books.google.com/books?id=-zMrAAAAYAAJ&pg=PA363#v=onepage&q&f=false" \c 10 ��


� H.R. Rep. No. 271, 21st Cong., 1st Sess. 1 (1830)� TA \l "H.R. Rep. No. 271, 21st Cong., 1st Sess. 1 (1830)" \s "H.R. Rep. No. 271, 21st Cong., 1st Sess. 1 (1830)" \c 8 �.


� Id. 


� Id. at 2


� Id.


� Id. (Emphases in original).


� Id. at 3. 


� Id.


� Id.


� Id. at 4 (emphases in original).


� Id. at 5. 


� Id. at 5-6 (emphases in original).


� Accessed at � HYPERLINK "http://www.treasury.gov/about/education/Pages/in-god-we-trust.aspx" �http://www.treasury.gov/about/education/Pages/in-god-we-trust.aspx� TA \s "http://www.treasury.gov/about/education/Pages/in-god-we-trust.aspx" �� on September 18, 2012 (emphasis added).


� H.R. Rep 143, 43rd Cong., 1st Sess. 1 (1874).


� 1 Stat. 65� TA \l "1 Stat. 65" \s "1 Stat. 65" \c 2 �.


� 1 Stat. 246-51� TA \l "1 Stat. 246-51" \s "1 Stat. 246-51" \c 2 �.


� 1 Stat. 248� TA \l "1 Stat. 248" \s "1 Stat. 248" \c 2 �.


� 5 Stat. 136-42� TA \l "5 Stat. 136-42" \s "5 Stat. 136-42" \c 2 �.


� 5 Stat. 136.


� 5 Stat. 138� TA \l "5 Stat. 138" \s "5 Stat. 138" \c 2 �.


� See at ¶ � REF _Ref116689576 \r \h � \* MERGEFORMAT �74�, supra. 


� H.R. Rep. No. 662, 84th Cong., 1st Sess. 2 (1955) at 2� TA \l "H.R. Rep. No. 662, 84th Cong., 1st Sess. 2 (1955)" \s "H.R. Rep. No. 662, 84th Cong., 1st Sess. 2 (1955)" \c 8 �. Other clergy also felt that a reference to God should be on the nation’s coins. For instance, the Reverend Henry Augustus Boardman of Philadelphia – voiced the same opinion one year later. Stokes AP. Church and State in the United States, Vol. III (New York: Harper, 1950)� TA \s "Stokes AP. Church and State in the United States. (Harper & Brothers: New York, 1950)" �, at 601.


� H.R. Rep. No. 662, 84th Cong., 1st Sess. 2 (1955)� TA \l "H.R. Rep. No. 662, 84th Cong., 1st Sess. 2 (1955)" \s "H.R. Rep. No. 662, 84th Cong., 1st Sess. 2 (1955)" \c 8 �. This information is also provided in a “fact sheet” on the Department of the Treasury’s website, where it is stated that Secretary Chase “received many appeals from devout persons throughout the country, urging that the United States recognize the Deity on United States coins.” Accessed on August 19, 2012 at � HYPERLINK "http://www.treasury.gov/about/education/Pages/in-god-we-trust.aspx" ��http://www.treasury.gov/about/education/Pages/in-god-we-trust.aspx� TA \l "http://www.treasury.gov/about/education/Pages/in-god-we-trust.aspx" \s "http://www.treasury.gov/about/education/Pages/in-god-we-trust.aspx" \c 10 ��.


� H.R. Rep. No. 662, 84th Cong., 1st Sess. 3 (1955).


� Id.


� 1862 Annual Report of the Director of the Mint, as provided in the Report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the State of the Finances for the Year Ending June 30, 1862. (Washington: Government Printing Office, 1863) at 46, accessed on August 22, 2012 at �� HYPERLINK "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1862.pdf" \t "_blank" �http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1862.pdf� TA \l "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1862.pdf" \s "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1862.pdf" \c 10 ��  (emphases added).


� Id. (emphasis added). 


� 1863 Annual Report of the Director of the Mint, as provided in the Report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the State of the Finances for the Year Ending June 30, 1863. (Washington: Government Printing Office, 1863) at 190, accessed on August 22, 2012 at�� HYPERLINK "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1863.pdf" �http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1863.pdf� TA \l "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1863.pdf" \s "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1863.pdf" \c 10 ��  (emphasis added). 


� Id. at 190-91 (emphases added). “King of Kings and Lord of Lords” is, of course, explicitly Christian. 1 Timothy 6:15, Revelation 17:14, Revelation 19:16.


� Proceedings of the National Convention to Secure the Religious Amendment of the Constitution of the United States (Philadelphia: Jas. B. Rodgers Co.; 1872), at iv.


� Id. at v (emphasis added).


� Id. at vii-viii.


� Id. at xiii (emphasis added). 


� Id. William Strong (who served on the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania while Pollock was governor of that state) was among those who gave an address “of unusual interest and power” at that convention. Id. Strong would subsequently be confirmed as a justice on the Supreme Court of the United States, serving from 1870-1880. During that span, Strong served as President of the National Association in 1871 (when he wrote in support of “the movement to secure the recognition of God as over all in our fundamental law,” id. at 13; when the Association held its national convention in 1872, id. at 1; and when the Association held its national convention in 1873. Proceedings of the National Convention to Secure the Religious Amendment of the Constitution of the United States (New York: John Polhemus; 1873), at 2.


� H.R. Rep. No. 662� TA \s "H.R. Rep. No. 662, 84th Cong., 1st Sess. 2 (1955)" �, 84th Cong., 1st Sess. 3 (1955). 


� Id.  


� 13 Stat. 54-55� TA \l "13 Stat. 54-55" \s "13 Stat. 54-55" \c 2 �.


� 1864 Annual Report of the Director of the Mint, as provided in the Report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the State of the Finances for the Year 1864. (Washington: Government Printing Office, 1864) at 213, accessed on August 23, 2012 at�� HYPERLINK "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1864.pdf" �http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1864.pdf� TA \l "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1864.pdf" \s "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1864.pdf" \c 10 ��  (emphasis added). 


� Id. at 213-14 (emphasis added). 


� Id. at 214 (emphases added). The quotations come directly from the Bible’s Psalms 46:9 and 65:7, respectively.


� 13 Stat. 517� TA \l "13 Stat. 517" \s "13 Stat. 517" \c 2 �. The identical provision was given for a five-cent coin in an act of May 16, 1866 (14 Stat 47).


� 13 Stat. 518� TA \l "13 Stat. 518" \s "13 Stat. 518" \c 2 �. 


� New York Times, December 18, 1865� TA \l "New York Times, December 18, 1865" \s "New York Times, December 18, 1865" \c 9 �, p. 4.


� 1865 Report of the Director of the Mint, as provided in the Report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the State of the Finances for the Year 1865. (Washington: GPO, 1865) at 233, � HYPERLINK "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1865.pdf" �http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1865.pdf� TA \l "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1865.pdf" \s "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1865.pdf" \c 10 ��  (emphasis added), accessed on August 23, 2012.


� 1866 Report of the Director of the Mint, as provided in the Report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the State of the Finances for the Year 1866. (Washington: GPO, 1866) at 237, � HYPERLINK "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1866.pdf" �http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1866.pdf� TA \l "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1866.pdf" \s "http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/docs/publications/treasar/AR_TREASURY_1866.pdf" \c 10 ��  (emphasis added), accessed on August 23, 2012.


� 17 Stat. 427� TA \l "17 Stat. 427" \s "17 Stat. 427" \c 2 �. Interestingly, the clause pertaining to “In God we trust” was omitted when the statute was revised, 18 Stat 3517� TA \l "18 Stat 3517" \s "18 Stat 3517" \c 2 �, and (pursuant to a general provision) subsequently repealed. 18 Stat 5596.


�Schwarz T. A History of United States Coinage. (A.S. Barnes & Co., New York; 1980)� TA \l "Schwarz T. A History of United States Coinage. (A.S. Barnes & Co., New York; 1980)" \s "Schwarz T. A History of United States Coinage. (A.S. Barnes & Co., New York; 1980)" \c 5 � at 228 (citing a work by Saint-Gaudens’ son).  


�What Makes a Christian State? The Independent, New York, Vol. LXIII, No. 3077 (November 21, 1907)� TA \l "The Independent, New York, Vol. LXIII, No. 3077 (November 21, 1907)" \s "The Independent, New York, Vol. LXIII, No. 3077 (November 21, 1907)" \c 9 �, at 1263 (emphasis added). 


� November 11, 1907 Letter of Theodore Roosevelt to William Boldly, as reprinted in Schwarz� TA \s "Schwarz T. A History of United States Coinage. (A.S. Barnes & Co., New York; 1980)" � T. A History of United States Coinage. (A.S. Barnes & Co., New York; 1980) at 230. 


� Id. 


� Id. (emphasis added). 


� New York Times, November 15, 1907� TA \l "New York Times, November 15, 1907" \s "New York Times, November 15, 1907" \c 9 �, p. 8 (emphasis added).


� The Independent, New York, Vol. LXIII, No. 3077 (November 21, 1907)� TA \s "The Independent, New York, Vol. LXIII, No. 3077 (November 21, 1907)" �, at 1196 (emphasis added).


� The Outlook, New York, Vol. 87, No. 13 (November 30, 1907)� TA \l "The Outlook, New York, Vol. 87, No. 13 (November 30, 1907)" \s "The Outlook, New York, Vol. 87, No. 13 (November 30, 1907)" \c 9 �, at 707 (emphases added).


� Id., at 708 (emphases added).


� Current Literature, New York, Vol. XLIV, No. 1 (January, 1908)� TA \l "Current Literature, New York, Vol. XLIV, No. 1 (January, 1908)" \s "Current Literature, New York, Vol. XLIV, No. 1 (January, 1908)" \c 9 �, at 68 (emphasis added).


� Id. (citation omitted).


� Id., at 69 (citing “the leading Methodist paper”) (emphases added). 


� Id. (emphasis added).


� Id. (citing Rev. Dr. Charles Edward Locke, of Brooklyn) (emphasis added).


� H.R. Rep. No. 1106, 60th Cong., 1st Sess. 1 (1908).


� Id.


� Id.


� 42 Cong. Rec. 3384-91 (March 16, 1908).


� Id. at 3384 (emphases added).


� Those societies and governments, of course, all had a major feature distinguishing them from the United States: They all lacked an Establishment Clause. 


� Id. at 3385 (emphases added).


� Id. (emphases added).


� Id. (emphasis added).


� Id. (emphasis added).


� Id. (emphases added).


� Id.


� Id. (emphasis added).


� Id. at 3386 (quoting the President) (emphasis added).


� Id.


� Id.


� Id. (emphasis added).


� Id. at 3386-87.


� Id. at 3387.
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