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**NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS*** You may view the filed documents once without charge. To
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U.S. District Court
District of New Hampshire
Notice of Electronic Filing

The following transaction was entered on 11/1/2007 at 10:03 AM EDT and filed on 10/31/2007

Case Name: The Freedom From Religion Foundation v. Jan Doe, et al.
Case Number: 1:07-cv-356
Filer: The Freedom From Religion Foundation

Jan Doe

Pat Doe

Document Number: 1

Docket Text:

COMPLAINT against US Congress, USA, Hanover School District, Dresden School District, School
Administrative Unit 70 ( Filing fee $ 350 receipt number 345469) filed by Pat Doe, The Freedom From
Religion Foundation, Jan Doe.(jeb)

1:07-cv-356 Notice has been electronically mailed to:

Rosanna T. Fox &nbsp &nbsp rosief13@comcast.net

Michael A. Newdow &nbsp &nbsp newdowlaw@gmail.com

1:07-cv-356 Notice, to the extent appropriate, must be delivered conventionally to:

The following document(s) are associated with this transaction:

Document description:Main Document

Original filename:n/a

Electronic document Stamp:
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66.

67.

68.

of religious belief {(contrary to each Plamtiff’s religious beliefs) tn order to
exercise their rights as citizens to join with their neighbors in reciting the
Nation’s Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag.

As the ultimate party responsible for upholding the Constitution, Defendant
United States of Amertica has violated its duty to protect Plamntiffs’
fundamental liberties by permitting the Congress to further (Christian)
Monothetstic dogma.

By requiring that its public schools use the Pledge of Allegiance (with the
purely religious words, “under God™) as a patriotic exercise, Defendants HSD,
DSD and SAU #70 — by following RSA § 194:15-¢ (New Hampshire School
Patriot Act) — have violated the Establishment and Free Exercise Clauses of the
First Amendment to the Federal Constitution; and Article 6 of the New
Hampshire Constitution (requiring that “no subordination of any one sect,
denomination or persuasion to another shall ever be established™).

Similarly, HSD, DSD & SAU #70 have violated RSA 169-D:23, which states,
in pertinent part, that “No child under the supervision of any state institution
shall be denied the free exercise of his religion or that of his parents.” One
cannot freely exercise Atheism when being coerced to countenance the notion

that his own land 1s “one Nation under God.”

Squadron 175" Wing Maryland Air National Guard. The estimated cost to
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69. In other words, both the Federal and the School District Defendants have

violated the rights of each of the Plaintiffs to have their government and its

agents:

(1) Remain neutral with respect to religion, so that thetr religious beliefs are
afforded the same respect as others,

(2) Not have rules that have religious effects, so that their religious beliefs
are not shown disrespect,

(3) Not turn them into “political outstders” based on their religious beliefs,

(4) Not endorse religious ideas, so that their religious ideas are not
denigrated,

(5) Not indoctrinate them with any religious dogma, much less dogma with
which they disagree,

(6) Not coerce them to unwillingly confront religious doctrine,

(7) Not place the given school’s imprimatur upon religious ideals with which
they disagree, and

(8) Not spend their tax dollars to further religious ideals with which they
disagree.

70. It should be noted that Plamntiffs are making no objection to the recitation of a

71.

patriotic Pledge of Allegiance. The government is certainly within its right to
foster patriotism, and it may certainly make the determination that recitation of
a Pledge of Allegiance serves that purpose. However, government may not

employ or include sectarian religious dogma towards this end.

In addition to its constitutional infirmities, the placement of the words “under
God” into the Pledge of Allegtance 1s void as against public policy. The very

purpose of the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag — as can be appreciated from its

taxpayers of the Fly-over, alone, is on the order of $10,000.00.
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legislative history — 1s to provide a means of demonstrating patriotism and
engendering national unity. By placing the religious words “under God” mnto
the Pledge, Congress not only mterfered with the patriotism and national unity
the Pledge was meant to engender, but it actually fostered divisiveness ... in a

manner expressly forbidden by the Constitution.
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plamtiff prays for relief and judgment as follows:

L

II.

HIB

V.

To declare that Congress, in passing the Act of 1954, violated the
Establishment and Free Exercise Clauses of the United States Constitution;
To declare that by mcluding “under God” in the Pledge of Allegiance to the
Flag of the United States of America, 4 U.S.C. § 4 violates the
Establishment and Free Exercise Clauses of the First Amendment, the Equal
Protection component of the Fifth Amendment, and RFRA;

To declare that by having their agents leading Plamtiffs and thetr peers in
rectting the Pledge of Allegiance, HSD, DSD, and SAU #70 violate the
Establishment and Free Exercise Clauses of the First Amendment, the Equal
Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment, RFRA, Article 6 of the
New Hampshire Constitution, New Hampshire RSA § 194:15-c , and RSA §
169-D:23.

To demand that Defendant the Congress of the United States of America
mmmediately act to remove the words “under God” from the Pledge of
Allegiance to the Flag as now written m 4 U.S.C. § 4;

To demand the Defendant United States of America act to ensure

compliance with the noble principles of the Religions Clauses of the First
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Amendment and use 1ts power to remove the words “under God” from the
United States Code as now written m 4 U.S.C. § 4;

VI.  To demand that Defendants HSD, DSD, and SAU #70 cease and desist in
using the now-sectarian Pledge of Allegiance in the public schools withm 1ts
jurisdictions;

VII. To allow Plamtiffs to recover costs, expert witness fees, attorney fees, etc. as
may be allowed by law; and

VIII. To provide such other and further relief as the Court may deem proper.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ - Michael Newdow /s/ - Rosanna Fox
Michael Newdow, pro hac vice® Rosanna Fox, NH SBN: 17693
Counsel for Plamntiffs O'Brien Law Firm, P.C.
PO Box 233345 One Sundial Avenue, #510
Sacramento CA 95823 Manchester, NII 03103
Phone: (916) 427-6669 Phone: (603) 627-3800
E-mail: Newdowlaw(@cs.com E-mail: rosiefi3(@comeast.net

October 31, 2007

® Application pending.
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