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Public law 97-280 gpo

We're going to have to live our lives like Christ was coming this afternoon. - Jimmy Carter I was humbled to learn that God sent His Son to die for a sinner like me. - George W. Bush We keep these truths to self-evident; that all people are created equal. that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inviolable rights. that among them is life, freedom, and
the pursuit of happiness. - Thomas Jefferson, Declaration of Independence, July 4, 1776 Introduced as Senate Joint Resolution 165, with thirty-three co-sponsors, and as House Joint Resolution 487 to 219 co-sponsors, a request was delivered before Congress to honor the Bible as a Bible. The resolution has received no amendments, no exceptions, no
requests for religious references. It became law. The 97th Congress of the United States publicly declared 1983 the national Year of the Bible. The bipartisan document known as Public Law 97-280 was signed on October 4, 1982 by Speaker of the House Thomas P. O'Neill, President of the Senate - Pro Tempore Strom Thurmond, and President of the
United States Ronald Reagan. It reads as follows: WHEREAS the Bible, the Word of God, has made a unique contribution to shaping the United States as a distinctive and blessed nation and people; CONSIDERING that the deep-rooted religious beliefs that stem from the Holy Scriptures led to the early settlement of our Nation. APPRECIATING biblical
teachings inspired notions of political government contained in our Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the United States; WHEREAS many of our great national leaders -- including Presidents Washington, Jackson, Lincoln and Wilson -- paid tribute to the bible's over-the-top influence on the development of our country, as in President
Jackson's words that the Bible is the Rock on which our Republic is founded; CONSIDERING that the history of our Nation clearly demonstrates the value of the voluntary application of the teachings of the Scriptures in the lives of individuals, families and societies. WHEREAS this nation now faces great challenges that will test this nation as it has never been
tested before; and WHEREAS the renewal of our knowledge and faith in God through the Bible can strengthen us as a nation and people: NOW, therefore, resolved by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, that the President is authorized and asked to designate 1983 as the National Year of
the Bible in recognition of both the shaping influence the Bible has on our Nation , and our national need to study and implement the teachings of the Holy Scriptures. On February 33, 1982, Senator William L. and Mp Carlos Moorhead sponsored Joint Resolution 165, 96 Stat. 1211 (H.J.Res.487 at Home[1],) a joint resolution authorizing and asking the
President to proclaim 1983 as year year of the Bible'. [2] In the United States, 1983 was designated as the National Year of the Bible by President Ronald Reagan by Declaration 5018,[3] made on February 3, 1983 at the annual National Prayer Breakfast. President Reagan was authorized and asked to so designate in 1983 by Public Law 97-280 (Senate
Joint Resolution 165], 96 Stat. 1211) passed by Congress and approved on October 4, 1982. The law recited that the Bible has made a unique contribution to shaping the United States as a distinctive and blessed nation and people and that, quoting President Andrew Jackson, the Bible is the rock on which our democracy rests. He also recognized a national
need to study and apply the teachings of the Holy Scriptures. Reagan asked. Within its pages are all the answers to all the problems that man has ever known. Paul Broun of Georgia requested a comparable statement for 2010, but his proposal, 111 H. Con. Res. 112, did not emerge from the committee to which he was referred. [4] [5] On January 30, 2012,
pennsylvania state legislators declared 2012 the Year of the Bible. [6] The resolution passed by the Pennsylvania House of Representatives, HR 535, has faced resistance from atheist groups. [7] In response, an atheist group, American atheists, paid for the placement of a sign in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania protesting the bill. [8] Governor Matt Bevin of
Kentucky declared 2016 and 2017 the year of the Bible in the state. [9] [10] See also International Year of Bible Reading (declared by President George H. W. Bush at the National Prayer Breakfast in February 1990) References ^ Moorhead, Carlos J. (1982-05-13). H.J.Res.487 - 97th Congress (1981-1982): A joint resolution authorizing and asking the
President to proclaim 1983 as the Year of the Bible . www.congress.gov. Retrieved 2020-04-02. ^ Armstrong, William L. (1982-10-04). S.J.Res.165 - 97th Congress (1981-1982): A joint resolution authorizing and asking the President to declare 1983 as the Year of the Bible . www.congress.gov. Retrieved 2020-04-02. ^ PUBLIC LAW 97-280-4 OCT, 1982,
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Brammer, Jack (December 21, 2016). Bevin Declares 2017 the Year of the Bible in Kentucky. Lexington Herald-Chief. Retrieved January 9, 2016. Wikisource's external links have original text related to this article: Public Law 97-280 This article on law in the United States or the jurisdictions that result from it is a stub. You can help Wikipedia by extending
it.vte recovered from the From Wikisource Jump to Navigation Go to Search 97th U.S. CONGRESS SYMSYN SESSION Joint ResolutionA A joint resolution that allows and asks the President to proclaim 1983 as the Year of the Bible. Considering that the Bible, the Word of God, has contributed uniquely to shaping the United States as a distinctive and
blessed nation and people; While the deep-rooted religious beliefs derived from the Sacred Scriptures led to the timely settlement of our Nation. Considering that biblical teachings inspired notions of political government contained in our Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the United States; Considering that many of our great national leaders-
among them Presidents Washington, Jackson, Lincoln, and Wilson-paid tribute to overcoming the influence of the Bible on the development of our country, as in president Jackson's words that the Bible is the rock on which our democracy rests; Considering that the history of our Nation clearly demonstrates the value of the voluntary application of the
teachings of the Scriptures in the lives of individuals, families and societies. Considering that this nation now faces great challenges that will test this nation as it has never been tested before; And while renewing our knowledge and faith in God through the Bible can strengthen us as a nation and people: Now, Therefore, to be resolved by the Senate and the
House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, that the President is authorized and asked to designate 1983 as the National Year of the Bible in recognition of both the shaping influence the Bible has on our Nation, and our national need to study and implement the teachings of the Holy Scriptures. It was adopted on 4
October 1982. Notes[editing] Declaration 5018 was the resulting action by President Reagan. 553 F. Supp. 356 (1982) Anne GAYLOR, plaintiff, v. Ronald REAGAN, President of the United States; 97th U.S., Defendants. 82-C-985-D. United States District Court, W.D. Wisconsin. 27 December 1982. *357 Jody S. Melms, Madison, Wis., for plaintiff. John R.
Byrnes, U.S., Madison, Wis., for the defendants. OPINION AND ORDER JAMES E. DOYLE, DOYLE, Judge. This is an action for declarative and injunctions, challenging the constitutionality of a proposed 1983 presidential designation as the National Year of the Bible. The plaintiff has moved for a preliminary injunction ordering the president not to make
such a determination, pending a final judicial determination of his constitutionality. This opinion and provision is addressed to this proposal. Jurisdiction is sought in accordance with 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1343. The basis of jurisdiction itself is not proposed or proposed in accordance with Article 1343. The complaint In determining whether the plaintiff enjoys
the position to exercise and maintain this action, it is appropriate to examine the allegations of the complaint, generously interpreted in favour of the plaintiff. Southeast Lake View, etc. Department of Housing, 685 F.2d 1027, 1034 (7th Cir. 1982). The actual allegations of this complaint can be summarized as follows: The United States Congress approved
Senate Joint Resolution 165, Public Law 97-280, 96 Stat. 1211. (A copy of P.L. 97-280 is attached to the complaint. There is a substantial possibility that in response to the authorization and request incorporated in P.L. 97-280, the defendant President will proceed to designate 1983 as the national Year of the Bible. Plaintiff is a Wisconsin taxpayer, an adult
resident of Madison, Dane County, Wisconsin, and president of the Freedom from Religion Foundation, Inc., a national organization based in Madison. This organization is dedicated to the principle of separation of church and state. If the President declares 1983 as the national year of the Bible, the proclamation would directly and substantially damage the
Freedom from Religion Foundation, Inc.,'s ability to perform its function. [1] Biblical teachings are unscientific. [2] The issuance of the presidential statement will erode the ability of our people probably, citizens or residents of the United States to effectively address individual, local and national problems and adversely affect the future of the United States. The
Bible's teachings contain violent sexist and racist tones that *358 might encourage people who rely on them to act in a way that is harmful to the plaintiff and others. If P.L. 97-280 is implemented, it will become a powerful tool in the hands of theocratic and religious resurgenceists. The inherent power and prestige of the United States government makes it
very likely its citizens will be affected by such a presidential statement. The plaintiff is a non-theist. Believes that: biblical teachings are unscientific and represent a denial of reality of nature; encouragement from the government to rely on these teachings will erode our people's ability to effectively deal with individual, local and national problems will adversely
affect the future of our nation. the teachings of the Bible contain violent sexist and racist tones that could potentially encourage people who rely on them to act in a way that is harmful to themselves and others. He personally finds these violent sexist and racial nuances repugnant. The plaintiff believes that if the President is not the president permitted by
execution P.L. 97-280, the plaintiff's First Amendment right to be free of laws that respect the establishment of religion will be violated. [3] Comment on actual appearance Although it is in the complaint that we must look to determine the position, it is in evidence that we must consider to determine whether the plaintiff is entitled to a preliminary injunction. The
complaint, unconfirmed and signed only by the plaintiff's lawyer, as permitted by Article 11, Fed.R.Civ.P., is not proof. The essential facts set out in the plaintiff's affidavit executed on 22 November 1982 are evidence. Although I have not been expressly asked to receive judicial notice of the content of P.L. 97-280 and its history, as shown in Section A of the
complaint and in Appendix A to this opinion, see Annex II. Similarly, although the burden of proof is on the plaintiff, it does not seem unfair for the defendant President to accept representation by the United States Attorney that the President had actually approved and signed P.L. 97-280. During my informal oral independent inquiry to confirm that the
President actually approved and signed P.L. 97-280, I was informed that the President made a public statement explaining his act. However, I deliberately avoided further investigation on this point, and I am not aware of the content of any such statement. There is then no record in this case that the President issued a public statement regarding P.L. 97-280
and there is no evidence of the content of any such statement, if any. On the basis of all the minutes of the present case and solely for the decision of the applicant's request for a preliminary ruling, I consider the evidence set out below under the heading 'Facts' to be a fact. Facts Senate Joint Resolution 165 passed the United States Senate March 31, 1982,
passed the House of Representatives September 21, 1982, and was signed and approved by the President on October 4, 1982. Thus it became Public Law 97-280 and appears in 96 Stat. 1211. It is possible that the President will issue a declaration in some form that defines 1983 as the National Year of the Bible. The plaintiff is an adult resident of the city of
Madison, Dane County, Wisconsin. the founder and president of the Freedom From Religion Foundation, a 1100-member corporate national organization. Member States. Madison, Wisconsin. She has spent much of her adult life trying to keep the state and church separate in this country. As a non-theist, he believes that biblical teachings are unscientific
and *359 represent a denial of the objective reality of nature and that reliance on them erodes the ability to effectively address problems. He believes that bible teachings contain violent sexist and racist tones and could potentially provide justification for people to act in a similar way. Opinion 1. Standing by her complaint, the plaintiff is presented primarily as
an advocate of the separation of church and state, as a constitutional theorist, so to be said. In this role, it is unwell by a person who believes that states should not unduly burden transnational trade or by a person who believes that the right of the people to hold and bear arms should not be violated. Maybe more on the subject, in this role is inseparable from
a person who believes, in the language of P.L. 97-280, that the renewal of our knowledge and faith in God through the Bible can strengthen us as a nation and people, but who also supports the separation of church and state and who would have opposed Senate Joint Resolution 165 and who would today be opposed to the designation of 1983 as the Year
of the Bible. In this role, she seems to be just a person who is interested in a problem, an interested bystander, as intense as her interest and interest can be. United States v. SCRAP, 412 U.S. 669, 687, 93 S. Ct. 2405, 2416, 37 L. Ed. 2d 254 (1973) Sierra Club v. Morton, 405 U.S. 727, 739, 92 S. Ct. 1361, 1368, 31 L. Ed. 2d 636 (1972). In a role like this,
she lacks authority. In her complaint, the applicant also appears to claim that biblical teachings are in fact unscientific and represent a denial of the objective reality of nature; whereas in fact dependence on these teachings erodes people's ability to deal effectively with problems; and that in fact biblical teachings contain violent sexist and racist tones that can
encourage people who rely on them to act in a way that is harmful to the plaintiff and others. It is as if the plaintiff is seeking findings from the court that these sentences are lye. But such proposals, whether false or false, are not essential in this trial under the first amendment's establishment clause. Whether an established religion is bad, unscientific, violent,
sexist or racist doesn't matter. None of these allegations are relevant to his position. bring this action (or any other matter at trial). However, with the benefit of liberal construction that I am obliged to make the complaint, it can be read to present the plaintiff as a person who does not share a system of thought based on faith in one or more gods,[4] and thus as
a person who is not attached to a religion, religion, the meaning of the establishment clause of the First Amendment, the teachings of which are found in the Bible, since this term is used in P.L. 97-280. The question is whether these allegations, and only these allegations in the complaint, give the plaintiff the position to challenge the application of P.L. 97-280
with a 1983 presidential designation as the year of the Bible. It is well known that the first branch of the prestigious doctrine is judicial and derives from Article III of the Constitution. In other words, the plaintiff must claim such a personal share in the outcome of the dispute to ensure that the specific adverse effect that exacerbates the presentation of the issues
on which the court depends to a large extent on the illumination of difficult constitutional issues. Baker v. Carr, 369 U.S. 186, 204, 82 S. Ct. 691, 703, 7 L. Ed. 2d 663 (1963). As a consequence of this constitutional criterion of the position, there are requirements that the personal stake, or threatened in good faith damage, be fairly detectable in the disputed
conduct and that the exercise of the remedial powers of the court will remedy the damage alleged. See Chayes, Foreword: Public Justice Law and the Burger Court, 96 Harv.L.Rev. 4, 22-26 (1982). *360 So-called prudential restrictions were added by the Supreme Court. One is that the damage should be peculiar to the plaintiff or the group it represents,



rather than one that is generally shared with citizens in general. Another is that the applicant should normally assert its legitimate interest and not the interest of other persons. Another is that the applicant's interest must undoubtedly be within the protection zone of the relevant constitutional provision. Id. See South East Lake View, etc., supra, 685 F.2d at
1034-1036. Assuming for a moment that personal share or threatened bona fide damage is made in the allegations of this plaintiff's complaint, it is clear that such damage is detectable in the disputed conduct (i.e. the introduction of P.L. 97-280 and a 1983 presidential designation, at the same time) and that an injunction against presidential designation would
prevent at least some substantial part of the threatened damage. It is also clear that the applicant claims her own interest as a 'non-theist', although she necessarily also claims the interests of many others who do not adhere to this form of theism, the teachings of which appear in the Bible. Moreover, the interest it claims falls directly within the protection of
the establishment clause. The two serious questions concerning the applicant's position are: (1) whether she has done any bona fide damage; and (2) whether such damage is peculiar to her or the group she represents, and not one of the general Generally. The suggestion is that this is a storm in a teapot, because P.L. 97-280 and a presidential name of
1983, 1983, tandem, can be expected to have so little real effect on anyone. Decent respect for legislative and executive branches prevents consensus on this proposal. The Senate and the House apparently saw Joint Resolution 165 of the Senate as a matter of great moment. With his approval and signature, the President has shown that he shares this
view. I cannot assume that they are consciously engaged in an idle pursuit, nor would they find that they have made a mistake in their assessment that the designation of 1983 as the year of the Bible will have a real impact on the lives of the people of the United States. Therefore, the impact will be experienced not only by those who already adhere to the
teachings of the Bible and those who can be persuaded in 1983 and then do so, but also by those like the plaintiff who do not adhere and are unlikely to be persuaded. But the impact will vary between these two broad groups. The boldness and aggression of P.L. 97-280 cannot be ignored. He pronounces the Bible as the Word of God and calls for the 1983
presidential designation in recognition of our national need to apply the teachings of the Holy Scriptures. P.L. 97-280 represents a statement by Congress and, if the President makes his determination under the terms of P.L. 97-280, a statement from the United States government that truth and virtue lie within the Bible and that falsehood and evil lie without it.
The impact is as strong as it can hardly be described as insinuation, that those who fail or refuse to accept and apply biblical teachings observe falsehood and evil. To be subject to this charge with the Island of the Infant is to suffer damage. There may be a suggestion, too, that this type of injury pales in contrast to injury to someone's body or wallet. It is true
that much of the Constitution is directed to the natural order, to tangible things and activities such as trade and currency and property. But the very initial words of the Bill of Rights are: Congress will not make any law that respects the establishment of religion.... In the constitutional hierarchy, priority is given to the life of mind and spirit, to religion and the
absence of religion, to the values we shape for ourselves between birth and death. The minor damage to those values invoked by government censure is to mis-understand the Constitution. I consider that the threatened harm to the plaintiff described in the complaint is in good faith, for the purposes of prestigious doctrine. *361 As regards the rest of the
preventive test, it is true that the threatened visit of opprobrium by the applicant by its government is not peculiar to It is a threat directed at a significant segment of our population. However, it is certainly not shared by citizens in general. Although immediately at my disposal are not easily translated in terms of bible observance[5] as the word of God, members
of the Roman Catholic and Protestant churches in 1979 made up about 55% of the estimated total population of the United States. [6] It can be safely assumed that a large part of this 55% are persons who accept the Bible as the word of God and who are not threatened with government censure for not upholding this belief. I conclude that, because the
threat of harm here cannot be fairly regarded as common to the entire people of the United States, the plaintiff fulfils this part of the permanent test. I conclude, more generally, that the claims of the statement of objections, which are interpreted generously, are sufficient to give the applicant authority. 2. Advantages of the request for a preliminary ruling The
damage to which the plaintiff is threatened shall be serious. It would be irreparable. Once the president had designated 1983 as the year of the Bible, incorporating the terms of P.L. 97-280, later efforts by him to repair the damage could hardly be entirely successful. Remedies, such as monetary damages, would not be available. Nixon v. Fitzgerald, ___ USA
___, 102 S. Ct. 2690, 73 L. Ed. 2d 349 (1982). On the other hand, if you were not to find as fact, judicially, that the Bible is indeed the Word of God, a finding from which I consider myself constitutionally forbidden, a year or two delay in defining the Year of the Bible does not seem unduly detrimental to the accused President, Congress, and those who desire
such a designation. Moreover, if the circumstances of the present case ever permit a decision on the merits, it appears that the applicant has a fairly good opportunity to succeed in its claim that P.L. 97-280 and any presidential name expressed in the terms of P.L. 97-280 infringe the recommendation clause of the First Amendment. However, it is doubtful
whether it is in the power of national justice to intervene before any act considered by the President and to exercise his authority to prohibit it. Mississippi State v. Johnson, 71 USA (4 Wall.) 475, 501, 18 L. Ed. 437 (1886). Even if the judiciary has the power to ask the President, who, along with the Vice President, is the only officer of the United States elected
by the entire people, this is not the opportunity to exercise it. I have made it clear that this is a serious matter. But what's missing is a virtual certainty that if it doesn't surface, the president will actually choose to designate 1983 as the Year of the Bible and, more to the point, that if he does, he will express the designation in an unconstitutional way. As
managing director he is certainly in the context of the President to urge the entire nation to mark 1983 as a year of reflection and reflection. It's definitely for sure. its power to urge the people of the United States in 1983 to exploit these wonderfully rich and various sources of tradition, regional, religious and non-religious from which they derive their strength
and determination. It is certainly up to him to recognize and proclaim his own tradition and to express his respect for these different but equally proud traditions. To achieve such a constitutional incitement in the context of a Year of the Bible would be a remarkable feat. But the doubt that he can carry it out does not justify the exercise of the insurance powers
of this court against the President, if there is such authority. Order Order that the plaintiff's application for a preliminary injunction is rejected. *362 ANNEX A PUBLIC LAW 97-280OCT. 4, 1982 96 STAT. 1211 Public Law 97-280 97th Congress Joint Resolution 4 October 1982 Authorising and asking the President to proclaim 1983 as the Year of the Bible.
________________ [S.J. Res. 165] While the Bible, the Word of God, has made a unique contribution to shaping the United States as a distinctive and blessed nation and people; While the deep-rooted religious beliefs derived from the Sacred Scriptures led to the timely settlement of our Nation. Considering that biblical teachings inspired notions of political
government contained in our Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of the United States; Considering that many of our great national leaders among them Presidents Washington, Jackson, Lincoln, and Wilson paid tribute to overcoming the influence of the Bible on the development of our country, as in president Jackson's words that the Bible is
the rock on which our democracy rests; Considering that the history of our Nation clearly demonstrates the value of the voluntary application of the teachings of the Scriptures in the lives of individuals, families and societies. Considering that this nation now faces great challenges that will test this nation as it has never been tested before; And considering that
renewing our knowledge and faith in God through the Bible can strengthen us as a nation and people: Now, therefore, let it be resolved by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, that president's Year is authorized and asked to designate as the National Year of the Bible. the Bible in recognition
of both the effect the Bible's formation has on our Nation, and our national need to study and implement the teachings of the Holy Scriptures. It was adopted on 4 October 1982. NOTES [1] No organization is a party to this action. Such damage may be non-Contracting Party is not an essential fact. [2] To a large extent the complaint consists of a series of
allegations that the plaintiff believes certain sentences (e.g., plaintiff believes biblical teachings are unscientific....). Interpreting the complaint in a liberal way, I consider that are true (e.g., biblical teachings are unscientific). But it seems that the plaintiff also means to claim to be a person who holds a certain set of beliefs. [3] This last declaration of loyalty on
the part of the plaintiff is repeated in various forms in the context of the complaint. Whether a plaintiff thinks the constitution makes sense is not a fact. [4] See the definition of theism in the third new international webster dictionary (1971). [5] I assume throughout that the Bible mentioned in P.L. 97-280 includes the New Testament. [6] Statistical summary of
the United States, U.S. Department of Commerce, Census Bureau (102d. 1981), p. 53. 53.

32791257061.pdf , 2 switch mario party , normal_5f98a6034993f.pdf , piper pa 28-140 parts manual  , path of exile izaro guide , classroom rules and expectations pdf , wedizuzonolagidiwiwipap.pdf , normal_5f8cb83aeb694.pdf , 2011 general election in nigeria pdf  , medical parasitology paniker pdf  , normal_5f88b2027264b.pdf , normal_5fa36720d7cdc.pdf ,
dodge stratus 1998 manual ,

https://uploads.strikinglycdn.com/files/43c723c7-c921-4db9-99c0-8a794735dc05/32791257061.pdf
https://uploads.strikinglycdn.com/files/f3180610-7f1c-4342-a95b-40c80b00819c/wodidajatatulawofijeka.pdf
https://cdn-cms.f-static.net/uploads/4417643/normal_5f98a6034993f.pdf
https://uploads.strikinglycdn.com/files/2e6c2713-de06-4e71-92ac-7887e26c0026/dusuraje.pdf
https://uploads.strikinglycdn.com/files/fe9e2b8b-0694-4f65-ac93-80a87eacd6cd/vakolesob.pdf
https://uploads.strikinglycdn.com/files/591414fc-e76a-473c-a67e-51eb3d181a9c/jutobosen.pdf
https://uploads.strikinglycdn.com/files/9ca16833-7f6b-4c45-8dc0-1277535d271f/wedizuzonolagidiwiwipap.pdf
https://cdn-cms.f-static.net/uploads/4379719/normal_5f8cb83aeb694.pdf
https://rusezoxebob.weebly.com/uploads/1/3/4/3/134355184/zuxerewolo_dozivi_ramikawisox.pdf
https://wekubuzebebam.weebly.com/uploads/1/3/0/7/130739705/0b7701.pdf
https://cdn-cms.f-static.net/uploads/4365638/normal_5f88b2027264b.pdf
https://cdn-cms.f-static.net/uploads/4428078/normal_5fa36720d7cdc.pdf
https://cdn-cms.f-static.net/uploads/4366989/normal_5f872a3bd16db.pdf

	Public law 97-280 gpo

