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literature which tends to create disloyalty and causes an at­
titude of stubborn refusal to salute the flag. In that case the 
Supreme Court said: 

u the .Iate cannot constraIn one to violate hIs conlCientioul 
convlctlon by aaluUng the naUonal emblem (We.t Vlr"fllia State Boord 
0/ Xd_tiolt. Y. BUMUlUa, 319 U. S. 624, 63 S. Ct. 1178, 87 L. Ed. 1628], 
then C(!rtalnly It cannot pl,lnl.h hIm tor ImpartIng hi' view. on the .ub­
lett to hI, feUows and exhortlng them to aeeept tho.e views. 

Imumuch .. Betty Benoit w .. charged only with dlpemlnatlng litera­
ture reatOnably tending to create an allltude or .!ubborn rehlsal to 
.. Iu\e, honor. or re:apect Ihe national and . tate n.g and government. 
her eonvlc:Uon denies he r Ole liberty pillranteed by the Fourteenth 
Amendment. Her conviction and the of Taylor and Cum· 
mlnp. tor advocating and teaching refu$&\ to talute the flag, cannot 
be 11I.q,lnecl. 

Tile lut mentioned appellants were also charged wltll oral teachings 
and. tile dluemlnatlon of llteratura calculated to enCOurage disloyalty 
to the alate lind nlltlonal governments. Thei r eonvletlons on thl, eharge 
mm! alfO be set asIde. 

The IUtU!.e 1\3 construed In these eases makes It a ertmlnaJ orrense 
to eommWlieate to other:. views and opinions respecting governmental 
poUdet, and prophe<:ies concerolng the futl,lnl or our own and other 
na\.lonl. A$ applied to the appellants It punishes them althOl,lgh what 
tht'y communIcated 1$ not claimed or shown to have been done With 
an evil or ,lnlSler purpose. to have advoeated. o r Incited sub"e"l"e 
action alalnst the nation or Itate. or to have threatened any clellJ' 
and preaent danger to our Instltutlons or OUT 8ovemment. What these 
appellants eommunlented were UU:'lr beliefs and oplnlona eoncerning 
dome.tlc mell.8ures an4 trend. In naUonal and world atralrs. 

Under our deelslons crimInal IJIInetlons cannot be Imposed for such 
communIcation. 

In McKee v. Indiana, 219 Ind. 247, 37 N. E. 2d 940 (1941) , 
the Indiana Supreme Court held that the distribution of lit· 
erature by Jehovah's witnesses did not violate a sedition 
statute designated as the Riotous ConspIracy Statute and 
"Criminal SyndIcalism" Act. It held that the distribution 
did not advocate or Incite the overthrow 01 the government 
by lorce and violence. 

In Beeler v. Smith, 40 F. Supp. 139 (l941), the United 
States District Court lor the Eastern District of Kentucky 
held that the activity and literature distributed by Jehovah's 
witnesses were not In vIolation of the Kentucky sedition 
statute. 

More recently the Supreme Court of Canada, in Boucher 
v. The King (i950) 96 Can. Cr. Cases 48, ruled in Javor 01 
Jehovah's Witnesses in a case involving a prosecution in the 
Province of Quebec, Canada, under the charge of sedition. 
Mr. Justice Rand, in his ludgment filed In the Supreme Court 
01 Canada, among other hlngs, said, p. 73: 

The lneldenla III dl!$CrlbM. are of peaceable CanadIans who leem 
not 10 be lacking In meeknl'Q, but who. tor dlslrlbutlng. apparently 
without Bibles and. trD.ets on Chrlltlan doctrines, tor eonduct· 
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In, reU,IoUl 1lel'Vtee. In prtvate home!! or on Drlvate lands In Ou1 .. 
dan tellowahlp: lor holdln, public lecture meellnp to teaen rellglo~ 
truth ... they beUeve It of the C'ltrlsUan reLIgion; who. for this exer­
cise of what hu been taken for granted to be the unchallengeable 
rllh~ or Canadians. have been uaaulted and beaten and their Bibles 
and publleaUola torn up and de.troycd, by individual. and by mobs. 

The conduct of the aceuud. appean to have been unexceptionable; to 
far ... dl.closed, he " an exemplary clUzen who " at leut sympathetic 
to doc:trlnes of the ChrllUan religion which are, eyldently. dltrerent 
from either the Protestant or the Roman Catholic vemens: bl,lt Ute 
foundation In all Is the pmt', ChrI..t lUll!. hll fflaUon !.O God and hu­
manity . 

. . . but It Is not ch.aIJenled that. as they allele. whatever they did 
was done peaceably, and, .. they aaw It, In the way 01 brtnging the 
IIlnt and pe&ClI! or the Christian rellg10n 1.0 the lOUts 01 men and. 
women. To 1lIIY that Is to II8JI Ihat their aetll. were lawfUl. 

The Supreme Court 01 South Africa, in The Magistrate 
Bulawayo v. Kabungo 1938 S. A. Law Reports 304-316, held 
that the literature 01 jehovah'S witnesses did not violate the 
Sedition Act 01 Southern Rhodesia. The court ordered all 01 
the llterature belonging to Jehovah's witnesses and that had 
been seized and detained by the magistrate returned because 
it was proper 10r distribution and did not violate the sedi­
tion laws_ 

The High Court 01 Australia, In Adelaide Company 01 Je­
lwtJah!s WittleS888, I nc., v. The Commonwealth, (1943) 67 
C. L. R. 116, 124, ruled In 1avor 01 Jehovah's witnesses and 
against The Commonwealth. The court held that the Com­
monwealth had unlaw1ully declared the Adelaide Company 
01 Jehovah's W1tnesses, Inc., and the unIncorporated asso­
ciation 01 persons known as Jehovah's witnesses a subver­
sive organization and prelUdiclal to the official prosecution 
01 the war. The court he d that Jehovah's witnesses were 
not engaged in any seditious enterprise or engaged in pub­
lishing or printing literature which was seditious within the 
meaning 01 the criminal law 01 Australia. The court held 
that the Order·in-Councll, banning Jehovah's witnesses in 
Australia, was illegal and ultra vires. In discussing the guar· 
antee 01 1reedom 01 worship in the Australian Constitution, 
Chief Justice Latham, speaking 10r the court, said, In part: 
... It Ihouid nOI be forgotten that $uc:h a provlalon as •. 116 (tree 

txen:llt! or 1'III11a:lon] II not required for the protection or the reUglon 
or a majority. The rella:lon or the majority o! the people can lOOk 
after l\lel!. Seetton llS II requited. to protect the re1la:lon (or abaenc:e 
of f'l!.Uglon) of minorities. I,J'Jd. In partlcu.lar. of unPGP\llar mlnorlUe.. 

It i, IOmttimes lua:gested in ctlacuasloll5 on the ,ublect o! freedom 
or religion Ulal, though the eMI a:overnment should not Interfere 
with rellelolll opi"fglJl. It nevertbeless may deal as It pJe~ with 
any 001. which are done In pUllIuanee Of reUelOIll belief without In. 
frlnelng the p rinciple of rrwc10m o~ religion. It appeat'll to me to be 
dlmcult 10 maintain this dlltlnctlon u relevant to the Interpretation 
of •. 116. The II4!ctlon refera In exPn'$ll terIlll to the ~6TCiH Of reUa:lon. 
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and therefore It III Intended to protect from the operation of any 
Commonwealth laws acts which are done In the exercise ot religion. 
TillIS the aecUon gool! far bE-yond protectlng liberty of opinion. It pro­
tect. also actll done In pursuance at rellgioull belief as part ot religion, 

It is submitted that neIther Jehovah's witnesses, nor liter­
ature published and distributed by them, nor their preaching 
activity violates the sedition laws of the nations. They are 
definitely not subversive, being engaged In preaching the 
gospel of God's kingdom in the same manner as did Jesus 
and his apostles. 

X" 
Tho <;Durta have held that, notwithstanding the fact that the 

literature publlahed and diltrlbuted by Jehovah'. wltnessea attack. 
tho do<:trinn of the orthodox clerllY .. nd their r ellglona as fal5o!! a nd 
contrary to th" Word of God, law., bylaw., ordinance. and atalute. 
farblddinO the ir preaching and dl.tributlan of their lItaratura a re 
unconstitutional and Yold. 

Christ Jesus and his apostles challenged the correctness 
ot the orthodox reUglon ot their day. They said that the doc· 
trines of the clergy were talse. Throughout history there 
have been dissenters who have protested against the fal se 
doctrines ot the established religions. In democratic lands 
every person within the country has the right to state pub­
ltcly his disagreements with the reUglon at the majority. He 
may attack the doctrines ot the clergy which he believes to 
be talse. 

In Cantwell v. Connecticut, 310 U. S. 296, 309, 310, 60 S. Ct. 
900, 905, 906, 84 L. Ed. 1213 (1940), the Supreme Court ot 
the United States held that one of Jehovah's witnesses could 
not be convicted for playing a phonograph record which 
"embOdIes a general attack upon all organized religious sys· 
tems as instrwnents of Satan and injurious to man" and 
"singles out the Roman Catholic Church for strictures 
couched in tenns which naturally would ottend not only per· 
sons of that persuasion, but all others who respect the 
honestly held religious faith of their fellows." The Supreme 
Court, through Mr. Justice Roberts, said: 

In the realm ot religious faith, and In that of POlltical bellet, Sharp 
dltrerenee$ arise. In both ftelda the tenets ot one man may seem the 
rankest error to his neighbor. To pel'$uade others to hll own point 
ot ylew, the pleader, ns we know, at times. resoru to exaggeration, to 
YiIHlcation of men who have been, or are prominent In church or llate, 
and even to false statement. 

In Murdock v. Pennsylvania, 319 U. S. 105, US, 116, 63 
S. Ct. 870, 876, 87 L. Ed. 1292 (1943), Mr. Justice Douglas 
said: 

Comllderable emphasis II placed on the kind ot literature, which peti­
tioners were dl,trtbutlng-Its provocative. abU$lve, and lII·mannered 
eharacter and the assault which It makes on our established churches 



61 
and the cher1shed faiths ot many Of lao ••• But those considerations 
are no Justification for the license tal< which the ordinance Imposes. 
Plainly II. communIty may not 8UPPf'('$$, or the state u:o;, the dlallemlna­
tlon of views because they a re unpopular, annoying or dl$ta.lltefu l. U 
that deVice were ever sanctioned. there would have been forge(!. II. ready 
Instrument for the 8uppreflfllon of the Calth which any minority cherish­
es but which does not happen to be In favor. That would be II. com­
plete repudlatlon of the phllOS(lphy of the Bill ot Rlgbtl!. 

In Martin v. City of Strutlter8,l 319 U. S. 141, 150, 63 S. Ct. 
862, 866-867, 87 L. Ed. 1313 (194;:5), Mr. Justice Murphy, con· 
curring, said: "RepressIon has no place In this country. It Is 
our proud achievement to have demonstrated that unity and 
strength are best accomplished, not by enlorced orthodoxy 
01 views, but by diversity of opinion through the fullest pos­
sible measure of freedom of conscience and thought." 

It is submitted that the fact that the contents of the litera­
ture dIstributed by Jehovah's wItnesses may attack as false 
the doctrines of orthodox religions is not ground for pro­
hibiting its distribution. 

XIII 
The c:ourts have held tint J ehovah'. wltnenu have the r ight to 

refuse to aalute the nag and to explain orally Or distribute litera­
ture IiIlvlng reuons why they do not •• Iute and Uley may not be 
denied their legal r lghte becauu of luc:h refusal to .alute. 

Jehovah's witnesses respect the flag of every nation where 
they reside. They refuse to salute It because to do so re­
quires them to violate their covenant obligation with Jeho­
vah God. In Exodus 20:3-5, Almighty God forbids his pe0-
ple to ascribe salvation to any other god, or to an image or 
likeness. To salute the flag of any nation is to do an act 
of obeisance to the flag which attributes to it salvation in. 
violation of such Scriptural command. 

Jehovah's witnesses do not teach others not to salute the 
flag. They do not encourage others not to salute it. U others 
choose to salute, that Is their a1ralr. Jehovah's witnesses 
believe it would be wrong to prevent others from saluting. 
They merely claim for themselves the right to refuse to 
salute the flag of any nation. 

Jehovah's witnesses respect the flag and the things for 
which It stands. They have valiantly fought on the "home 
front" in. many lands for liberty for which the flag stands, 
namely, freedom of speech, press, conscience and worship 
of Almighty God, and they push these fights through the 
courts so as to maintain these liberties for all. 

On June 14, 1943, the Supreme Court of the United States 
reversed its notorious decision of June 3, 1940, in Miner8ville 
v. GobitiB, 310 U. S. 586, 60 S. Ct. 1010, 87 L. Ed. 1375, when 
it rendered its decision in We8t Virginia State Board 01 Eall' 
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cation v. Barnette, 319 U. S. 624. 63 S. Ct. 1178, 87 L. Ed. 1628 
(1943), and held tn8t the school board did not have the right 
to expel from school and deny education to children of Jeho­
vah's witnesses who refuse to salute the flag. In that case 
the court said: 

To Justaln the compulaory nag aalute we are required to aay that 
a Bill of Rights whiCh guards the Individual's right to apeak his own 
mind, lett It open to public authorities to compel him to utter what 
II not to hIs mInd ••.. 

The very purpose of a Bill of Rights was to withdraw certain BUb­
Jects from the viehlBltudtll ot political con~l'(lveray, to place them be­
yond the I'I'IlCh Of ma,jorlUetI and offidals and to establish them as legal 
prlnciplu to be applled by the courts. One's right to lICe, liberty. and 
property. to tree speech. a free PI'('$!J, freedom of worship and assern· 
bly. and other fundamental rlghta may not be lubmltted to vote; they 
depend on the outcome oC no eleeUons ... 

The ease Is made difficult not because the principles ot Its deo;:lslon 
are ob$CUN:! bul beeause the flag Involved 15 our own. NeverthelCSll. 
we apply Ihe IlmJtatlona of the Col'UltltuUon With no Cear that freedom 
10 be InlelUgenlly and spiritually diverse or even eontrary wlll disin­
tegrate the SOCIal organlzaUon. . When they aN:! so harmless to 
others or 10 the Stale as those we deal wIth heN:!. the prIce Iii not too 
great. But freedom to d1!'[er Is not limIted to thIngs that do not matter 
much. That would be a mere shadow of Creedom. The test ot Its 
substance 15 the right to d1ff.er as to things thot touch the heart oC 
the exIsting order. 

It there is any fixed star In our constItutional constellation. It :1 that 
no o!nelsl. hIgh or petty. can prescribe what sholl be orthodox In 
politics. natlonall.e.m. religion. or other matters oC opInion or toree 
c:lUuns to confess by word or act their faith tbeN:!ln .... 

We think the aellon ot the local authorities In compelling the flag 
salute and pledge traru;cends conslltutlonal limitations on their power 
and Invnde!! the sphere ot lntellec:t and spIrIt which It Is the purpose 
of tbe First Amendment to our COl'UlUtution to reserve (rom 1111 omc:lal 
control. 

The decision ot thla Court In M'II8~lle &11.001 Dill!rf(:t v. OOoltia", 
and the holdings of those few per cvriam decillions which preceded and 
foreshadowed It are overruled, snd the judgment enjoining enforce­
ment ot the West VlrgJ.nla Regulation Is affirmed. 319 U. S. st Pl>. 634. 
638, 61il-642. 63 S. Ct. at PI'. 1183. 1185. 1186, 1187. 

Based on the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
'3tates In the Barnette case, the Supreme Court of Colorado, 
in Zamtla v. Mtl886 112 Colo. 183, 147 P. 2d 823 (1944), held 
that a school boaro's rule requiring that school children must 
pledge allegiance to the flag of Hie United States, or suffer 
expUlsion, was Inapplicable to children 01 Jehovah's w.ltness­
es. The court said, among other things: 

UnauthOrized expullllon (rom achool under our laws. coll8tituUon and 
dedsloll8, deprives lllem of a c\vU right. In the Instant ease plalnU!'[s 
were denied the civil right to attend the public ~hools because of 
their opinion that It is a violation ot one of God's commandments to 
salute the Oag, and their col'UleQuent refusal to 110 80. They contend 
that their opinion concerning this matter Is, In the COIl8UtuUonai 
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$e:nse. II. religious opinion, and we think thell:' contention Is supported 
by Qur Constitution and laws .. 

• • . As II. matler of elementary psychology, It II apparent that cornuel­
ling Ihe expreaalon ot II. sentiment not telt or the doing of an act that 
It Is teared will subject the actor to punishment hen!atter. will not 
only fall to create and foster resped to r the compelling Il\llhorlty, but 
will engender II. 6enllment of rebellion agalnst It. It Is not, &!I we 
believe, II. trespass on the legislative runctlon that enacts or authortzes 
the promulgation ot II. rule havtns such an el'fect, admittedly establl8h­
lng II. method or means only of obtaining an obJectlve that can and 
haa been otherwise attained, to declare that such rule 1. an \lnwarranted 
Invasion of the constitutIonal gunrantoo of Uberiy and a guarantee 
against the deprivation of civil rlghu: and privileges by tenson of 
one's opinions oonc:ernlng religIon, and to hold that WI to these pJalntltrs 
the rule Is not enforceable 

The Court 01 Appeals 01 Ontario, Canada, followed the 
decision ot the Supreme Court 01 the United States In the 
celebrated Barnette case, in Donald v. Board 0/ Edt!cation 
{1945J Ontario Reports 518. There the court protected the 
right 01 Jehovah's witnesses to refuse to salute the Bag. Mr. 
Justice Glllanders, speaking for the court, said: 

Perhapa those who tramed the regulations so providing never eon­
sldered that any well-dlsPO$ed person would object to Ita Inclusion In 
theIr programme on religious grounds. There Is no doubt that the 
teachers IlJId the IIChool board, In the ClI.5e now being eonsldered, In 
good faith prescribed the ceremony of the flag salute only with the 
thought of Inculcating respect (or the flag and the Empire or Common­
wealth of Nations which event.l of recent yean! have given more 
abundant re830n than ever before to love and respc!(:t. U 1 were per­
mitted to be guIded by my penonal Views. I would find It dlmcult 
to undentand how any well-dIsposed person eould offer objection to 
joinIng In such a elute on religiOUS or other grounds. To me, a com­
mllJld to ,lain In the tlag elute or the Ilnglng of the naUonal anthem 
would be a command not to ,lOin In IInY enforced religiOUS exerctse, 
but, viewed In proper perspectl"e. to ,loin In an act at respect for a 
contrary principle, that Is. to pay fellpeet to n nation and country 
which stands tor religiOUS freedom, and the principle that people may 
worshJp at they please, or not at alt. 

But In COnslderlng whether or not such exuclses mayor should, 
In thiS ease. be considered WI having deVOtional or religious slgnlfi­
canoe, It would b-e misleading to proceed on any Pt'\"!lonai view. on 
what such exercises might Include or exclUde. Although varIous caJI(!S 

In the United States dealing wIth qUC!ltlons arising out of the flag 
salute are not binding here. and are not concerned with the legislation 
here being considered, I desire respectfully to adopt a pOrUon at what 
was said by Mr. Justice Jackson In his Intere!ltlng opinion In the 
case at We8t Vlrgill/a State Board 0/ Ed1l<Xl/wn et oZ. (1913) , 319 
U. S. 624, al632: . , 

That certain ac~, exercises and symbols nt certaln timet!, or to 
certaln people, connote a algDlficance or mea.Dlng which. at other time. 
or to other people, Is completely absent, Is a fact BO obviOUS trom 
history, and trom observation, thnt It needs no elaboration. 

The fact that the appeUanls conscientiously believe the views which 
they WlSert Is not here In qUelltion. A COlUiderable number of cases 
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In other JurisdictiOns. In which a Ilmlh.r atlttude to the Hag saJute 
has been taken. Indica!"" that at least the same view has been con­
sclenUol,Isly held by others. The statute, while It absolves pupils 
ftom JoInIng In e:<erclses of deVOtion or religIon to whIch they, or 
theIr paNnts. object, does not further define or spe.cHy what so.tcl\ 
ex(!rci$etl are or Include or exclude. Had It done so, other consIderations 
would apply. For the COurt to take to II.$E!U lhe right to 8I).y that the 
exen:lses here In Question had no religiOUS or devoUonai slgnltleanee 
might well be tor the COurt to deny that very religious freedom 
whIch the statute 15 Intended to provide. 

It Is submitted that Jehovah's witnesses have the legal 
right to refuse to salute the flag of any nation, and to ex­
plain to others the reason why they refuse to salute the 
flag. They also have the right to print literature explaining 
why they do not salute the flag. They may not be prosecuted 
or penalized tor refusal to salute the flag, for teachln~ their 
children that it Is improper to salute or tor explaining to 
others why they and their children do not salute the flag. 

",v 
The ~ourta have held that J ehovah', wltneuea have the right to 

hold pubn~ meetln"a In munl~lpal Or loeal parks, public: squares and 
other public assembly pl.c:es; and, In order to make the vol~e of 
the apeaker heard by hi . audience, .ound ampnfylng devIce. m ay 
be ulecl. 

Jehovah's witnesses may not be required to obtain a per· 
mit from the local authorities before meeUng or spealdng 
to an assembly in a public park. The Supreme Court of the 
United States has neld that public parks have been used 
since time immemorial as places of public assembly and that 
people cannot be denied the light to meet, or citizens re­
fused the right to speak, to those assembled at such public 
places. Hague v. a.1. 0., 307 U. S. 496, 59 S. Ct. 954, 83 L. Ed. 
1423 (1939), 

The Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts, In Oom· 
motlwoolth v. Gil/edder, 321 Mass. 335, 73 N. E. 2d 241 (1947), 
had before it a case Involving several persons who held 
meetings and made talks on the Boston Common, a park, 
without pennlssion !rom the mayor. The defendants were 
charged with violating the law requiring a pennit before a 
meeting could be held. The court said: 

A serle. of recent declslolll by the Supreme Court of the United 
States h8JI. 11.$ we rtad the e.1lle3. established. the DropOlilUon that the 
exer<:lse ot these rlghbi [speech, press and assembly] cannot be wholly 
precluded In publiC places such as streets and parlai by sweeping gen­
eral prohlbltlona and cannot be subjected to tlIe requirement ot per­
mlbi the granUng of which I, not governed. by binding rulea adequate 
to Insure tlIe exercise 01 the rlghbi under reaaonable conditlolll. (Cit­
Ing CI\selII SOme of these declaloD.lil n!iate to the distribution 01 printed. 
matter In streera and ways, but It 8eCmt plaln that In respect to gen­
eral prlnetples no distinction can be drawn between the right to dIs-
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tribute printed matter and the right ot publJc speech or between the 
exerctse ot those rights In publle .$treets and their exercise In public 
l)llCQ .. 

Our conclusion that the portions of the ordinance and of the rules 
hero ehallenged are unCQnsUtutlonal on their faces [s In aecord with 
our own recent d(!Cilion In COmmQIIWCCIIlh. v. P~"'" 308 M8.$II. ~l. 
where we held InvaJld on Its tllee an ordinance forbidding the display 
by II pedestrian [one ot .Jehovah"s witnesses) on the s~t withOut II 
pennlt of II placard, show card, or s ign. 

The Supreme Court of the United States 1n Sala v. New 
York, 334 U. S. 558, 559, 560, 561, 562, 68 S. Ct. 1148, 1149, 
U5Q.1151, 92 L. Ed. 1574 (l948), held that Jehovah's wimess· 
es had the right to use electrical sound equipment to amplify 
lectures on Bible subjects given in a public park. Sala was 
prosecuted under an ordinance which forbade the use ot 
electrical sound equipment In a public place without a permit 
from the chief of police. The Supreme Court said: 

We hO ld that 13 or thl, ordinance Is unconsUtutLonaJ on its race. 
tor It establl$hes a prevloUli reatralnt on the right ot free lpeech In 
violation or the First Amendment which Is protected by the Fourleimth 
Amendment against State action. To U/le a 10ud-llPl.'aker or !l.IllpUtier 
one hllll to get a permit from the Chid or Pollee. There are no stand­
ard! prescribed tor Ule exerelu at his discretion. The statute Is not 
narrowly drawn to regulate the hours or places of use of 10ud-spea.kefS. 
or the volume ot sound (the decibels) to which they must be ad­
Justed. The ordinance therefore has all the vlCC$ of the oneil which 
we $truCk down In Canfwell v. Oonneatlellt, 1110 U. S. 296: Lovell v. 
OrlDtIl., 303 U. S. 444: and HaglW v. C. 1. 0., 307 U. S. 496 .... 

Loud-speakers are today Indispen511ble Instrumt'nta at t'tft'Ct.Ive pub­
lic speech. The sound truck has become an aCCt'pted method of p0.­
litical campaigning. It Is the way people are resched. Must a candi­
date for governor or the Congress depend on the whim or caprice 
of the Chief of Pollee In order to use hb sound. truck tor CIUlIpalgnln&"7 
Must he prove to the aatlstaetlon of that olllcial that hI.; 1I0ise wUl 
1I0t be annoying to people? 

The present ordinance would be a dangerous weapon If It were al­
lowed to get a hold. on our public lite. Noise can be regulated by 
regulating deelbels. The hours and place ot public discussion can 
be controUed. But to aUow the police to bar the use of loud-speakers 
because their use can be abused Is like barring radio receive,", becaule 
they too make a noise. The pollee need not be Xl~en the power to 
deny a man the use of hi, radiO In order to proted a nelgnbor allalnJlt 
sleepless nights. The same Is true here. 

Any abu,es which loud-speakers create ceon be controlled. by narro,vly 
drawn statutes. When a elty allow, an omelal to bOon them In his un­
controlled discretion, It unctions a device for luppnsslon o r tree 
communication of Ideas. In this case II. pennlt I. denied becaulII! lOme 
pe~ns were said to have found the sound annoying. In the next one 
a p('rmlt may be dellied because some people find the Ideas annoying. 
Annoyance at Ideas ean be eloaked In annoyance at lound. The power 
or censor&hID Inherent In this type or Ordinance reveals Ita vice. 

The mere fact that ObJections may be made to the use ot 
public parks by Jehovah s wItnesses Is no reason lor forbid· 
ding their use of the parks. That unlawful elements ot a 
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city or rabble rousers may threaten to do violence to the 
meeting 01 Jehovah's witnesses Is no justltl.catlon for deny· 
ing them the right to enter a park, or give a public speech 
therein. This was the holding of the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Eighth Clrcult in Seller8 v. John80t1, 163 
F. 2d m (1947). There the court condemned the conduct of 
the mayor of Lacona, Iowa, and the county sheriff. Those 
officials blockaded the highways leading into the town and 
barricaded the park to keep out Jehovah's witnesses because 
of threats that a mob would invade the park and do violence 
to Jehovah's witnesses. The court said: 

WhIle we do not questlon the good faIth ot the Mayor Or the Sherlft 
In c:onclo.ldlng that the best and easIest way to maIntaIn J)('ace and 
order In Lacona on September l!5 was to blockade the roads leadIng 
Into lbe Town, we Ill'e convInced that evidence ot unconftnned ru.mora, 
talk, and fears cannot fonn the basis ot a finding of the e>dstence of 
aueh a clear and present danger to the State 8lI to jusuty a depriva­
tion ot fundamental and essential constitutional rlghU:. We think that 
1* particularly true In a slluatlon where no efrort whatever was made 
to protect thOse who were attempting lawfully to exerclse those rights. 
There Is no evidence that It was beyond the competenl!)' ot the Sherltt 
and the Mayor to secure enough peace oMeers to pollee the park on 
September 15. The raet that the Sherlft was abie to deputize approxi­
mately 100 pel"$OIU to assist him In blockading the highways leading 
Into Lacona mllitates against any Inference thai he would have been 
unable to preserve law and oroer In Lacona on September 15. The 
record show. that the Mayor dhl not exerdse the authority given him 
by the Town Council to deputl~e peace omce .... 

The only lIOund way to enforce the law Is to arrest and PI"OIIec"U1e 
those whO violate the Jaw. The Jehovah', wltneues were at all times 
,ctlng lawfully, and those who attacked them, tor the purpose of pre­
venting them trom holding their religiOUS meeting on September 8, 
were acting unlawfully and Without any legal Juatlftcatlon tor theIr 
conduct .... 

Our toneluslon Is that tile plalntitrs [Jehovah'. Witnesses] are en­
title(! to a deeree declaring: (1) that they and others ot Jehovah', 
wltnesse!l have the right to hold religious meetings In the public park 
In the Town ot Lacona, Iowa, ,,1thout molestation and without secur­
ing the permission of the Town Councll; (2) thtlt the resolutiolUJ; of 
the Town COuneLl purporting to require the plalnturs and others o! 
Jehovah's witnesses 10 obtain a pennlt to use the park for reUgioul 
meetings, and purporting to deny them lUel\ a permit, are unton­
IUlutlonal, void and unenforceable: (3) that the Jehovah's witnesses 
are entitled to be protected In the exerelse of their constitutional righu: 
of freedom of sasembly, speech and worship; (4) that the action of 
the Sherill. sponaored by the Mayor, In blockading pubUe highway. 
leading Into the Town 01 Lacona. for the purpose ot preventing the 
Jehovah', wItnesses (rom holding s meeting In the public park on 
september 15, 1946. constituted an unlawful deprivation ot the con­
stitutional rtghtll of the Jehovah's witnesses. 

It f.s submitted that Jehovah's witnesses have the right to 
hold pubUc meetings in public parks, squares, commons and 
other publJc assembly places and may use electrical sound 
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equipment to amplify the voice 01 the speaker In such places. 

xv 
The <::ourh have held that Jehovah', witnesses have tha tight to 

ule public buildings and leh<>ol auditoriums 'or the holding of public 
meetings. 

While public buildings, auditoriums and school facilities 
may not, as in the case of public parks, be used by Jehovah's 
witnesses without a permit. the law does allow the school 
boards and other pubUc officers, having control over such 
buildings, to permit their use by Jehovah's witnesses. This 
may be done even though there Is no special law covering 
the matter. Since It is necessary for Jehovah's witnesses to 
obtain permits to make use of such buildings, it Is altogether 
proper that applications be made in writing for such use. 

The very purpose of public buildings Is to serve the public. 
These structures are dedlca ted to the public weUare of all 
the people. Meetings which are lor the enlightenment and 
education ot the people of a community are in keeping with 
the purpose tor which the buildings are dedicated. 

The use ot a public building or school auditorium tor hold· 
ing public meetings may not be denied because the school 
authorities or public officials object to the doctrines or be· 
liefs ot Jehovah's witnesses. The mere tact that the majority 
of the community may oppose the work ot Jehovah's wit· 
nesses does not justify the denial of a school auditorium 
or public building to Jehovah's witnesses. 

The California Supreme Court compelled the San Diego 
Unified School DiStrict to allow Kenneth Dansldn and other 
persons to use the school auditorium for the purpose of hold· 
in~ a public meeting. In DaMkifl v. San Diego Unified Bchool 
DIStrict, 28 Cal. 2d 536, 171 p, 2d 885 (1946), the court held 
that the Civic Center Act allowed citizens to use every pubIlc 
school building tor educational, polltlcal and economic meet· 
Ings. The court said: 

The state Is under no duty to make school buildings allallable tor 
publlc meetings .... If It elffi8 to do 50, however, It cannot arbl· 
trarll y prellent any members of the public from holding such met!Un~. 
(Mi.tfOV" ex rel. Galnea II. Cafla./l(l, 3O!i U. S. 337, 349 (59 S. Ct. 232, 
83 L. Ed. 208): aee Man" II. Alabama, 326 U. S. 501 [66 S. Ct. 276, 
280, 90 L. Ed. 265J.) Nor can It make the prlllllege ot holding them 
dependent on condi tions that would deprille any members of the pub­
lic of their constitutional righla. A atate Is without power to Impose 
an unconstitutional requirement WI a condition lor granting a prillilege 
ellen though the privilege Is the use of state property .... 

The convictions or a1llllations Of one who requests the uae of a school 
bu1ldlng IlJI a forum Is ot no mON:! concern to the school adminis tra­
tors than to a superintendent o[ parka or streela If the forum Is the 
green or the market place. The ancient right to Cree speech In publlc 
parka and Itreela cannot be made conditional upon the permiSSion of 
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• public omclal. If that permlsalon U used as an " Instrument of arbi­
trary , upprese:lon Of tree I!l{l)resslon." (Hogti{J v. O. I. 0., NY1 U. S. 496. 
SIS [M S. Ct. 9S-\, 83 L. Ed. 1423]; In re pOTe~f/6I4. o"ts. 28 Cal. 2d 
91 (168 P. 2d 700].) It U true that the atate need not open the (loon 
of • lChool buildIng 11.1 a forum and may at any time choose to close 
Ulem. Once It opens the doore, howeyer, It cannot demand tickets Of 
admIssIon In the form ot convIctions and atIlllaUons that it deems 
acceptable. CenfOrtlhlp of those who would ~e the school buildIng 
as a forum cannot l;Ie rationalized by reference to Its RIling. 5el1oo1 
desks and blacltboard8:, like tree. or atl1:'et lights, are but the trap­
plop or the torum: what Imports Is the meeting of lbe mlnda and 
not the meeting place. 

The very purpose of a forum I, the Interchange of Ideas, and that 
purpose cannot be frustrated by a censonhlp that would label certain 
convletlol1l and amUaUon. auspect, denying the privilege or auembly 
to th<»;e who held them, but granting It to those whOle conviction. 
and atJIllaliona happened. to be ac:cePUIble and In effect. amplifying their 
privilege by making It a ,peelal one .... 

The privilege ot using a IIChool building as a publlc Corum I, one 
too valuable to be given lightly or Ilghtly taken away. It II also too 
valuable lightly to be received. It can be lost to the whole commu­
nity It .orne personl or groups abuse It frivolously. mallclo .... ly. or 
dangerolUlly. The state must be on the alert tor any clear and J)fe1!ent 
dans:er to the community. sensitive to the warning IlgnalS. the ambi­
ance In which a foT'\lUl I, planned, the atmosphere that enveiopi It. 
It cannot look with equanimity upOn those whose word, or actiolUl 
have already lett In their wake a trail of violence. 

The Court of Appeals of the Republic of the Phlllppines 
for the First Division, in the case of The PB<?ple of the Phili~ 
pine.! v. Femandez et at G. R. No. 1128-R, 1948 Lawyers 
Journal 295, ruled that Jehovah's witnesses had the right to 
use government buildings in Llngayen, Philippines, on No­
vember 9-11, 1945, for assembly purposes. 

Jehovah's witnesses were Indicted and prosecuted for tres­
pass for refusing to vacate the buildings after being notifted 
by the mayor of Llngayen to do so. The court held that the 
use of property by Jehovah's witnesses, although a religious 
group holdIng a religious meeting on publtc property, did 
not constitute a violation of the constitutional inhibitions 
against use of public proJ?f:rty for the support of a religious 
organl7.s.tion. The court SaId: 

Aside from the fact that the rellgious character 01 the "Wltnl!8$e. 
of Jehovah" and ot their convention. as well !IS the holding thereof, 
are merely assumed or taken for granted. we are not utla1lect that 
the collllutut\onal provilion relied upOn by the prosecution Inhibits the 
use of public property tOf reUglou, purpose.. when the religious charac­
ter ot such lIIe I. merely Incidental to a temporary use which Is aVail­
able IndLscrlmlnately to the public In general. 

In thIs connection. It should be noted thst the SIson Auditorium wu 
open for lease to the public. upon payment ot the corresponding fee.. 
and that the Province at Pangulnan allowed the Wltnessee of .Jehovah 
to use the premises. not becauae they prelrumably con.tltuted a reUglOu. 
orp.nl:wt!on or Intended to hold II. convention allegedly of 11 religious 
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nature. but In eoraldf!l'aUon of the tees paJd b)' laId organlutloD, U 
any other person or eoUly could have done so .... 

Hence, we are not prepared to hold that rallure or rdulill to eomply 
with an order, to vacate laid property. '"Ill!(!, without II coun pro­
ceeding, by II municipal mayor-which, It ton:lbly executed, would 
eonautule an Illegal act, tor whleh the mayor and the rn\lolc!pal 8overn­
ment mlgM be beld civilly respOnsible In damage_would con.tl lule 
the crime atorementloned. 

It Is submitted that Jehovah's witnesses have the right to 
use public buildings and school auditoriums for the holding 
of publIc meetings. 

xv, 
Tit. Ilourh hava held th,t children of Jehovah'. wltn ..... unDot 

be takan away from their parenta beeau .. they have bun taught 
not to .. Iuta tlla nao and to pr •• eh •• Jeho"ah', wllnu"l; and II 
parant may not be dlvor ... d, 10" the cUltady of lib children or hava 
IIle le"el rlglllo loken from 111m becaull II ... Ie onl of J.llovah'. 
wltn ....... Ind II .. tau"ht hie cllildren to b ... nev ... Ind prlctlc ..... 
Jehoy.h'. wltneue .. 

COUrts have consistently held that chHdren 01 Jehovah's 
witnesses cannot be taken away 1rom their parents because 
they refuse to salute the flag or have been taught by their 
parents to do SO. 

Restrcolct. y. &lIoorK, 116 s. W. 2d 836 (Texaa eMI Appeals, 1938): 
In re ~IelnJre, 91 N. H. 382. 20 A. 2d 1.8:1 (1941); In re Jo .... , 115 
Mlac . .:il. U N ~. S. 2d 10 (1940); In re Reed, 262 API'. Dlv. Slot, 28 
N.~. S. 2d 92 (1941); Oommo"we<lllh v. Johll.f(l", 309 Mass .• 76, s:I 
N. E. 2d 801 (1941): 81011e v. 8101'16, 16 Waah. 2d 31lS. 133 P. 2d lS2S 
(1943); BoUl"D v. S .. perior Court lor Clalklln 0011,,/11. 16 Wash. 2d 
373. 133 P. 2d 803 (1943). 

COUrts have also ruled that parents of the chlldren could 
not be prosecuted for contributing to delJnquency of their 
children who had been taught It was wrong to salute the tlag. 

In re Lcatrea:hkl. 128 N. J. L. 472. 26 A. 2d 881 (1942); PeoJl" v. 
$(u.d"rom. 27'11 N. Y. 523. 18 N. E. 2d 840 (1939): Ka,,_ y. 8mU/). 155 
Kan. S. l27 P. 2d 518 (1942); PeoP" v. CM~Ireddo. 381 Ill. 2lt. f.f 
N. E. 2d 888 (1942): Oommonweallil. v. 00nt6, 154 Pa. Super. 112, 311 
A. 2d 742 (1944). 

In Reyrwld8 v. Rayborn, U6 S. W. 2d 836 (Texas Civil 
Appeals, 1938), the mother made applJcatlon to the court to 
take the custody 01 the child away from the father, one 
of Jehovah's witnesses. She claimed that because the father 
had brought the child up to be one 01 Jehovah's wibleues 
and pennltted It to refuse to salute the tlag she, 88 the dI· 
vorced mother, was to be preferred over the father to have 
custody of the child. The Texas Court 01 Civil Appeals held 
that the father, although teaching the child to be one 01 
Jehovah's witnesses, was entitled to the custody 01 the child. 
The court held that Jehovah's witnesses were flt parents to 
have custody of their children. The court said: 
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HlJtory Is replete With the bigotry. Intolerance, and dogmatism or 

rel1glous .web, and the pages thereof aTe strewn with martyrs who 
dled tor their faith. The divergence In creeds, the evi ls growing trom 
a unlon ot church and atate. and the con1l.lcta for llllpremaey waged 
betWNII the two were ,tudled tInd considered by the colonial pioneers 
who established the Independence 01 these United States. They proll.ted 
by peoples who.e eJ<pet'/ences In government had {aHed, as well lUI by 
the a chlevementa of those whose governments had been more ,ueceaa-­
luI. and to avoid the grlefll and dlsaaters artlllng from the bigotry and 
reUglous Intolerance ot the preceding agl'$, they provided In our lunda­
mental laws. Amendment 1 of the COnstitution ot the United States. 
that the "COngre63 shall make no law respeetlng an establishment of 
religion, or prohibiting the tree exen:lse thereot." . . 

The flag Is emblematic of the :!ustlce, greatness and power of the 
United States-these, together, guarantee the political Uberty ot the 
cltlun, but the Ilag Js no less symbolic or the Justice, greatnC$$, nnd 
power or our country when they guarantee to the c:ltlzen treeflom ot 
conRclence In religion-the right to worship hla God aC«lrdlng to the 
dictates or his colUlClence. 

However much we may disagree with or clIsapprove their reuglOIUl 
beUer. , the lol lure or appellant, because financlally unable, to aupply 
greater comfort and plelllure lor his daughter, together with their 
refllSal to salute the llag, do not constitute a su.m.clent cause to adjudge 
the tather dlsqualJ1led. and unfitted to have the care, custocly, and 
control of hi' minor daughter, 

Lettie Stone, one of Jehovah's witnesses, was divorced and 
her children taken from her br the courts of the State of 
Washington at the Instance 0 Mack Stone, her husband, 
because she taught the children to be faithful as Jehovah's 
witnesses and by reason thereof they refused to salute the 
American flag. She appealed to the Supreme Court of Wash· 
Ington. That court, in the case of Stone v, Stone, 16 Wash, 
2d 315, 133 P. 2d 526 (1943) , held that she, although one of 
.Jehovah's witnesses, was a flt and proper person to have the 
control of the minor children of the marriage. The court said: 

Appellant Is a member of "Jehovah's witnesses", and apparently hili 
been a member tor iJOme time. All such member, Mrs, Stone gives about 
Gve and thretHluarters hours 8 week to the organlzaUon, dlstrlbuting 11$ 
llterature trom house to hou.e, In which work ~he la UlIually accom· 
panlcd by James , the nve year Old lIOn, It does not appear that In 
dOing thlJ work she neglects her home or her 1amI1y: In tact, we think 
aU the testlmony la to the efl'e<:t that she malntalna a good home, and 
that all th~ chlldr~n o( school age have attended. school regularly, and 
are abOve the average of children In that community ...• 

Jehovah's witnesses hili eKisted since about 1878, and 811 we under­
nand It, Its members' I'(lLusaI to salute the flag Is not becauae they 
(10 not honor !he flag, hut because oL an honest convtctlon, based. upon 
thelr Interpretation 01 the Bible, that saluting the flag Is making it 
an Image or the power to Which one looks fo r salvation, and that to 
aaluU' l uch an Image Ignores Almighty God, from whom alone salva­
tion proceeds. Jehovah's wltne!llll'l do not teach any violation ot the 
laws or the state which are In hannony with God', lawl, but If the 
law 01 the state Is In d irect violation of God', law, they wlll obey 
God', law Ilrst and all the time. ' . , 
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We do not doubt the I1ght of the ,tate to 'Uppl't'll relll'loWl practlct'l 
dangerolll to moral.. and p~umably thOR 800 Which are inimical 
to public: Wety. health and gOOd ol'1ler, but so tar u appears [rom the 
testimony In Uti' case, the teaching. ot Jehovah', wltneues cannot, 
In our opinion, be classed In anyone ot th('lle categories. 

We cannot find In the record any tesUmony Which w0l11d jl,lBUfy the 
court In finding Utat lhll mother II untlt to have the eare and custody 
or her ehlldren, because or her religious beliefs. or thllt Ihe children. 
It lett with her, will be reared In an atmosphere or dilloyaity to their 
e(ll,Ullry or Ita lnatitutlOna. 

The TItlrd District Court of Appeals for California in 
Cory v. Cory, 70 Cal A. 2d 563, 161 P. 2d 385 (1945), held 
that one of Jehovah's witnesses, Kathleen B. Cory, had been 
Illegally and unconstitutionally denied the custody of her 
children because she had reared them as Jehovah's witnesses. 
Her husband, who obtained the divorce, had been granted 
by the trial court the sole custody ot the children, The Court 
ot Appeals ruled in !avor ot Kathleen B. Cory and reversed 
the decision against her. The court said: 

The tonchlllion ~ InftCapable that appellant has been deprived 
ot the cunOOy ot said children ~Iely becalllle ,he I, a Jehovah', WIt­
ness. and. In the opinion of the U'lal tourt. the belld, of the followe", 
01 that fIlth are IlllmIeal to the wellare ot their chUdren becauae they 
do not salute the 1I&g and are unwilling to 81ht for their tountry. U 
It I, right to take theae children from their mother', eUitody for the 
reuonl Itated, U:um by the same tourle of rea80nlnl we mUJJt con­
clude that It would be right and proper to deprive 011 Jehovah'a Wit­
n_1 ot eu,tOOy of their ottlPrinl lest they become dl,loyal cltlzenl. 
A1ao It would ~ to follow that the teachln .. of lhl' group lIhould 
be prevented by the .tate as inimical to the public welfare .... 

, . , Ditter as we may, Ind we ml&ht 5IlY, II molt of UI dO, as to 
the w1ldom and lOundneu Of the relllOnlng of plalntitt and her 
fellOW Wltn-. It Ia not tor cowU to say that he'!' rellg10Wl eon­
vletlol\S and those of ber aMOClate1l are necessarily IUdI. U to leopard­
lze the Interests of their ehlldren. , . , 

We think tllat In tllla cue the lrlal court-probably because ot hi' 
own Intense petrioUcm and 10yeUy to hi, cou..ntry in Orne 01 war 
... lo,t .Iaht ot tlle con,Ututlonal provilion. which guarantee rell­
gloUi freedom to all. and. In depriving tllia motller ot the custody 
ot her ch.lldren because of her rellgioul convietlollll. has deprived her 
of a con.UtuUonal riaht which 'he may not be compelled to exercise 
only condlUonally. and In 10 doll'll ball exoee(ied the bounds of wlaoe 
ludldal dlaerctiOn. 

It Is submitted that Jehovah's witnesses are proper per­
sons to have custody of and raise their chiJdren_ They can· 
not be held as unfit parents because they teach their chll· 
dren to be Jehovah's witnesses or allow their children to 
refuse to salute the fl.ag. The courts may not divorce Jeho­
vah's witnesses and break up their parental right over their 
children because of their conscientious beliet and practice 
in hannony wlth God's law. 
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XVII 

Child rabor '.WI cannot lilWfulty be .. led to ,top Johoyah', .... It. 
n ..... f .... m permitting tholr children to preach I"d ... IIt In 
p,..;ochlng the gospol of God'. kingdom tl>l'<Il.IlI" diatrlbutlon of 
literature. 

The New Hampshire Supreme Court, In State v. Richard­
SOtt, 92 N. H. 178, Z7 A. 2d 94 (1942) , involvIng one ot Jeho­
vah's witnesses who was assisted in preaching the gospel 
and distributing Bible literature by a smail chUd, held in­
applicable the following statute: "Whoever employs any 
child, and whoever permits or suffers any child under his 
control as parent, guardian or otherwise, to be employed or 
to work In violation ot anr of the foregoing provisions" of 
the State labor laws, shal be guJlty ot a criminal off'ense. 
The court said: 

It II thOUght that the activity In which the boy under the detend­
ant's leadership was engaged I, not within the tenor and .spirit of the 
prohlblUon 01 Wet In p\lbllc placell. HI. lervlce waa not fairly to be 
claallled as a bUllness enterprise or as work, In thfl ordlnlry sense 
Of word •. To use a common eltpresslon, he was not flxplOlted to help 
u a ",urce Of family Income and material I'e$OUI"CC$ or to promote the 
defendant's IInanclal welfare. Any eKploltation of the boy was for 
other than pecuniary endl. He waa performing a service under hi. 
mother's auspices, and the lew cenu he received were no Impaction 
on the controlling reUglo .... character ot hi' service, .so lUI thereby to 
transfonn It Into one of employment or work. The money-making 
feature 01 hll service Is too iMlgnlncant to reedy€.' notice 8JI a factor 
modIfying a ,trlctly religious engagement Into one with buslneQ aUrl­
b\llet. 

It Is submitted that children of Jehovah's witnesses may 
engage in preaching the gospel publ1cly and laws prohibit­
ing child labor may not be invoked against the children or 
their parents. 

XVIII 
Jehoy,h'. wltnene, .... racognlnd a. mlnlstan con,tltutlng , leg.1 

rallglou. orgsnlntlon; .nd the W.tch Tower Society, beelu .. 01 
Itt .ellgioul atatu" hal been found by tho .tata Ind hderll govern_ 
mentl 01 the United Stat .. to ba eKempt Irom the p.yment 01 taXaI. 

General Lewis B. Hershey, the director 01 Selective Service, 
United States of America, had :tor determination the minis­
terial status of Jehovah's witnesses in 1942. After consider­
Ing all the facts, he found that Jehovah's witnesses and the 
Watchtower Bible and Tract Society are recognized as a re­
ligious organization, He said, among other things: 

FACTS : Jehovah', Wilneues claim exemption from tr-alnlng and 
.ervloe and classification In Cia" IY-D 11.1 duly ordained minIsters of 
religion under Section $ (d), selective Training and service Act Of 
1940 • , , 

section ~ (d): "Regular or duly ordained mlnl.ten ot religion 
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.. shall be exempt from training and service (but not !rom regllltra­

tlon) under thl .. Act." ••• 
Q_tlOIl.-May Jeho~ah's Witnesses be placed In CllUI.S IV-D as 

regular or duly ordained mInisters of religion exempt from trainIng 
and service! 
A~: 1. The Watchtower BIble and Tract $Qelety. Inc., III In_ 

corporated under the law, of the State Of New York for charitable, 
rellglou., and scientific: purpOSe!!. The unincorporated body Of persona 
known Il$ Jehovah's Witnesses hold In common certain rellgloUll teneta 
and bellets and rK'Ognlu at theIr terrestrial governIng organIzation the 
Watchtower Bible and Tract SocIety, Inc. By their adherence to the 
organization of this rellglOUll corpOration. the unincorporated body of 
Jehovah'lI Witnesses are conSidered to eon3t1tule It reeognlzed reU­
glous seet._Vol. ill Opinion No. 14. National Headquarters, Selective 
Service System, November 2. 1942. 

On April 3, 1943, General Hershey made his Second Report 
of the Director of Selective Service to the president, which 
was published in a book entitled SeZootive Service in Wm', 
time (Government Printing Office, Washington, 1943). In 
that report to President Roosevelt, he said, In part, with re, 
spect to the definition given by National Headquarters to 
the vocation of ministers of reUgion: 

The principII' WaB extended to pel"$Ons who were not. In any strict 
sense, ministers or prleslll In any sacerdotal sense. It Included ChrIs­
tian Brothers. who are religious, who Itve In communlUes aput from 
the world and devote themselves exclUsively to rellglous leaching : 
Lutheran IllY teachers. Who also dedicate themselvl'l to teaehlng. In­
cluding rellglon; to the Jehovah's WltnellSCS. who sell their religIous 
books, and thUB extend the WOrd. It Includes lay brothers In CathollC 
rellglou8 orders, and many other ilroups who dedleate their lIves to 
the s;lread of their religion." (page 241) 

In discharging one of Jehovah's witnesses from the cus, 
tody of the Selective Service System, the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Seventh Clrcult, in Hull v. Stalter, 151 F. 
2d 633 (1945), said: 

Relator alleged that at the time ot his registration and at the time 
of his nnal clasalficatlon, the proof submitted by him to the Selective 
Service S)'lItem showed that he W8S exempt liS a minister Of religion 
under I Ii (d) 01 the Selective TrainIng and Service Act of 1940, as 
amended. In that he was a duly ordained mlnilter Of Jehovah's Wlt­
neII$M and the WatcMower Bible and Tract Society, COlllltltuUng 8 
recognl:red religious organization under the Act .... 

Much b &aId In the briefs both complimentary and derogatory to 
Jehovah's Witnesses. With this arg ument we are not conCi!rned.. What_ 
ever a dra!t board or a court. or anybody else ror that matter, may 
think of them 1$ of little consequence. The fact Is, they have been 
recognlud by the Selective Service System 8$ a religloWi orgllnlzatlon 
and are enUtied to the same treatment a.a the members or any other 
religious organization .. , , 
... The Selective service System has even more broadly defined 

the term '"regular minister of religIon." Under the hetldlng. "Spectu.! 
Problems or CIilS5ltlcat!.on" (Select/tIEl ~ I .. Wartime, Second Reo 
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port 01 tbe DI~lor 01 Selectlve SeI'Yiee, 1941-42, pages 239-241), It Is 
6tated : 

"The ordInary concept of 'preachlng and teaching' ls that It !nust 
be Ol'ai and tram the pulpit or platform. Such 1$ Dot the test. Preaching 
and teaching have neIther locaUonal nor voca l limitations. The method 
01 lransmlulon ot knowledge does Dot determine Ita value or elte<:t Ita 
pUrpOse or goal. One ma)' preach or teach trom the pulpit, trom the 
curbetone, In the fields. or at the reSidential tronts. He may shout 
his message 'from housetope' or write It 'upon tabJet.8 ot stone'. He 
may give his 'sennon on the mount', heal the eyes ot the bUnd. write 
upon the II&1ds while a Magdalene kneeu, wash disciples' feet or die 
upon the cross .... He may walk the streets In dally converse with 
those about him telling them ot those IdenIs that are the foundatlon 
of his religious conviction. or he may transmit his message on the 
wrttlen or printed page, but he l!~ none the less the minister ot religion 
It such method has been adopted by him ali the ettectlve means of 
inculcating In the ru1nds and henrta ot men the principles ot religion, 
.. , To be a 'regular minister' ot reUglon the translation ot religious 
principles Into the lives ot hl$ leHows must be the domInating factor 
In his own il.fe, and mlUlt have that continuity of purpo.$C and actlon 
that render'll other purposee and acUona relatively unimPOrtant." , . _ 

. , . We have seriOUS doubt that there was any lusUllcation lor the 
Board's refIlM) originally to c1aaalfy relalOr In 4-D. Whatever be 
thought, however, of the Board'. original action In thlll respect, there 
can be no Q.uesUon but that subsequent proor conc:luslvely demonstrated 
thst he was entitled to such cJll$$i1Ication. 

Such being the sltua{lon, the Board abused Its discretion In Its re­
IU&IIl to 50 cla.$tlly him. Ita action waa arbitrary and unauthorized. 
The order dlscbargtng relator Is AFFIRMED. 

In 1941 the United States District Court for the Northern 
District of Texas, In Borchert v, Ranger, 42 F. Supp. 5T1, in 
enjoIning local officials from interference with the door-to­
door and street preaching of Jehovah's witnesses in four 
Texas towns said that Jehovah's witnesses constituted a rec· 
ognlzed religion under the United States Constitution, In 
part the court said : 

In the 4Jspositlon ot thlll C8Jie I must look to the facts alleged and 
estabUlhed. not to mere opinions or the pleader. Though It Is not 
bln41ng upon the mentallty ot these plalntltl's, I hold their Wth con­
.tltutes a religion under our Conatltutlon and under all dellnltlona 
foutt(1 In dictionaries and In the dedslons of the courts or Ws coun­
try: aIM thst preaching lIuCh religion orall)'. by lIhonogT8.phs. the dis­
tribution or pwnphletll, or printed sermons. carrying Information or 
opinions abou\ It to othel'll, I. a legitimate exercise of &ueh religion ... 

By orders of the commissioner of Internal Revenue, UnIted 
States Treasury Department, under dates of November 9, 
1934, March 22, 1935, April 24, 1935, April 23, 1938, Septem­
ber I, 1942, and June 17, 1946, Watchtower Bible and Tract 
SocIety, Inc. (a New York corpora tion) and Watch Tower 
Bible and Tract Society (a Pennsylvania corporation), were 
held to be entItied to exemption from the making of income 
tax returns under the Federal Internal Revenue Act because 
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such societies were charitable corporations engaged In reli­
gious activity. A similar ruling has been made in favor of 
the Society by the British government in England and in 
Canada. Copies of these orders are available in letter form 
to anyone who has reason tor obtaining them upon request 
in writing addressed to the Society (legal offi~) at 124 C0-
lumbia Heights, Brooklyn 2, New York. 

Watch Tower Bible and Tract Society and Watchtower 
Bible and Tract Society, Inc" have been declared exempt 
also from the payment of taxes on real estate owned and 
used by them for carrying out the chartered purposes ot 
the societies because such societies are benevolent and en­
gaged in religious activity. Watch. Tower Bible & Tract So­
ciety v. Allegheny City, Pa., 14 Dlst. 695 (1905); Peoples Pul­
pit Association (name changed by law to Watchtower Bible 
and Tract Society, Inc.] v. Purdy, New York Supreme Court, 
Kings County, Mar I, 1915, affirmed (New York Supreme 
Court, Appellate Division, Second Department) 170 App. Dlv. 
950 (1915). 

Real estate owned and used by congregations ot Jehovah's 
witnesses as places 01 assembly, called "Kingdom Halls", 
have been declared entitled to the benefit 01 church exemp. 
tions from the payment 01 real estate taxes. Syracuse Oenter 
01 Jehovah's witnes8es, Inc~. v. Oity 01 SyrflCU36, 163 Misc. 
535, 297 N. Y. S. 587 (New :rork Supreme Court, Onondaga 
County, July 7, 1937). 

It is submitted that the Watch Tower Society and Jeh()o 
yah's witnesses are a legal reUglous organization and that 
their representatives engaged in preaching the gospel are 
legally recognized as ministers 01 religion, whJch entitles 
them to all privIleges accorded to all religious organizations 
and ministers. 

X>X 
Th, court. have held t hat th. performance of "culer work by 

Jehovah', wltneuee dou not deny them the right to th,lr .tatu. 
" mlnl.ter. of religion. 

The earliest ministers 01 Christianity pe;rlormed secular 
work to maintain themselves in theIr mmistry. It is quite 
common in many parts 01 the earth today to find ministers 
of rellglon who regularly and customarily preach on their 
Sabbath day while doing secular work during the week. All 
that 18 required, to claim that one is a minister 01 religion, 
18 that he teach and preach -regularly and ctUltomarily. JehOo 
vah's witnesses do just that. 

Some ot Jehovan's witnesses are full·time ministers. oth­
ers are part·tlme ministers who preach and teach on week· 
ends, week-days and at nighttime. The sum total 01 their 
preachJng and teaching usually equals and otten exceeds the 
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actual time devoted to the ministry by the orthodox clergy, 
many of whom preach only on their Sabbath day. 

The apostle Paul regularly performed secular work dur­
Ing his ministry, although his primary occupation was 
preaching "publlckly, and from house to house". (Acts 20:20) 
He spent much time in tent-making, so as to earn money 
and thus avoid being a charge upon those to whom he 
preached. (1 TheRs. 4:11).12: 2 Thess. 3:7·12) Peter and other 
apostles were fishennen, while regularly and customarily 
performing their duties as apostles. (Matt. 4: 18-21; Mark 
1:16,19; John 21:2,3) Luke was a physician. (Col. 4:14) 
Jesus had been a carpenter. (Mark 6:3) He and his apostles 
were called "unlearned and Ignorant" by the orthodox clergy 
who did not work.- Acts 4:13; John 7:15. 

The only way the preaching job could be successfully done 
in the early days of the settlement 01 the United States was 
said to be "by the preaching and teaching, under Episcopal 
direction! by la~en deriving their support from their own 
secular aOOrs: The Missouri Valley and Lay Preaching, 
Wharton, 1859, New York, p. 18. 

''The church has always been more successful in wInning 
kingdoms for her Christ, when she has adopted just this 
lay preaching method .... The whole church a royal priest­
hood, and so the whole church a preaching church, that Is 
the New Testament ideal." Lay Preaching (Secretary's An· 
nual Report), Hoyt, American Baptist Publication Society, 
1869, New York, p. 21. 

The English Court 01 Appeals held that the conscription 
law of that country, passed during World War I, should be 
given an interpretation so as to include a part-time minister 
ot unorthodox Strict Baptist Church. (ODora v. Hiscock, 86 
1- J. K. B. 941) In that case the person held to be a minister 
was a lawyer's secretary (known as a solicitor's clerk) duro 
Ing six days 01 the week. He was Invited to preach on one 
occasion and it appeared that he was satisfactory, so he 
was engaged as the minister. In that case Viscount Reading 
said: "I have come to the conclusion that there Is an absence 
of any evidence lrom which the Justices could draw the con­
clusion that he had not brought h!mseU 'w1thln the exception 
to the statute enlorclng military service. In my view It Is 
clear that he had determined to devote himsel1 to the min­,,,,,,." 

Under the Canadian National Selective Service Mobiliza­
tion Regulations the Supreme Court of Saskatchewan held 
that a registrant was entitled to exemption trom all training 
and service as a minister of religion. (Bien v. Cooke, (1944) 
1 W. W. R 237) There the minister spent slx days a week 
farming. No special educational requirements were neces· 
sary. All that was required was that he satisfy the general 
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secretary. who was a railroad engineer, that he believed the 
New Testament, and that he met the necessary moral re­
quirements. 

The United States Court 01 Appeals lor the Second Cir­
cuit, In Train'" v. Cain, 144 F . 2d 944 (1944), held that the 
regular pedonnance of secular employment was not Incom­
patible with the claim lor exemption as a regular minister 
ot religion: "While the two positions are not mutually ex· 
cluslve, and a validly draU-exempt minister ot religion could 
still maintain a legal practice on the side, the existence 01 
the latter can be taken Into consideration In determlnlnfi 
whether registrant Is in tact a regularly practicing minister. 

The Supreme Court 01 Alabama, during the Civil War, 
said In respect to this matter that a minister ot religion In· 
cludes a minister belonging to a sect 01 religionists who 
pedonn ministerial labor gratuitously and rely on secular 
employment as a means of subsistence. Ex parte Oain, 39 
Ala. 440, 44L 

Thousands of urban ministers in the United States and 
other countries enjoy large incomes from their minJstry. 
Many more thousands of rural ministers of the orthodox 
religions are forced to engage in fanning and other occu· 
pallons during the week so as to preach in the pulpit on 
their Sabbath day. Likewise the perfonnance of secular work 
by Jehovah's witnesses does not negative their fitness to 
preach the gospel of God's kingdom. 
It is submitted that performance of secular work by Je­

hovah's witnesses does not prevent their clalmlng aU the 
beneflt& that the clergy who perfonn no secular work claim 
under the law. 

XX 
Tho court. h ..... hold th.t law. pl"Ohlblt lng work on Sunday, com· 

rnonly called "Blue Law." , a!'ill not appllclbl. to the p!'iII.chlng 
Ictl ... lt)' 0' Jeho .... h·. wltn ..... done On Sunday •. 

Laws prohibiting work on Sundays are designed to reach 
commercial work and menial labor. The laws are designed. 
to proted the Sabbath day. Sunday Is commonlr dedicated 
as a day of worship and prayer. The work 0 Jehovah's 
witnesses is preaching. It Is a work of charity and necessity. 
The Lord Jesus Christ preached on the Sabbath day. So also 
do Jehovah's witnesses. This preaching is a work of necessity, 
which removes it from the prohibition of Sunday laws. The 
principal purpose of the Sunday laws Is to protect worship 
on Sunday. The manner of preaching by Jehovah's witnesses 
Is their way of worship. Even though their work may be un· 
orthodox It Is preaching and within the exception of the 
Sunday laws prohibiting Jabor. 

Sunday laws prohibit buying and selling but do not pro-
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hihlt preaching a sermon and receiving a donation by the 
preacher. They do not prevent a missionary from preaching 
by means of distribution of printed Bible sermons and re­
ceiving therefor contributions. The courts have held that the 
work at Jehovah's witnesses in distributing theIr literature 
Is not selling and therefore their work does not come within 
the prohibition 01 the Sunday laws. The Supreme Court of 
Iowa, in Iowa v. Mead, 230 Iowa 1217, 300 N. W. 523 (1941), 
reversed the conviction ot tour of Jehovah's witnesses tor 
violating the Sunday law of Iowa. The court saJd: 

The InConnatlon charged that o n Sunday, De«mber 8, 1940, atJpel· 
lana did deseerate the Sabbath In this: "That they did go from door 
to door In the city Of Clinton, knocking on the doors and ringing 
doorbelll, arousing persons early In the morning to the disturbance of 
private families : That they did sell and attempt to sell lJterature on 
Sunday" In violation at Code section 1322'7 . . . . 

It I. contended by the .tate that the eall1ng upon householders atter 
10 a.m. on Sunday tor the purpose at propagandIzing apiX'lIanta' re­
IIgioul \1ewl by spoken and printed words constituted " d..Isturblng a 
private family." 

The state al.lio conte:nds the distr ibution of the booklets and occa­
Iional receipt at the sum at ten cents constituted "selling property" 
within the prOhibition at the act. However, appellants were not en­
goged In &elUug booklets. The alleged sales were merely IncIdental 
and COllateral to appellants' main object which was to preach and 
publicize the doctrines ot their order. .. We do DOt thlnlt the statute: 
contempilltes that the dilltrtbution ot booklets of this nat\lre and un­
der these partlcular clreumstanoes OOIlltltutes desecrating the Sabbatb. 

It Is submitted that laws prohibiting labor on Sunday are 
not appUcable to the work done by Jehovah's witnesses in 
preaching and takIng Bible literature to the homes 01 the 
people. 

XXO 
State or munIcipal official. In the United Statn who per,;,t In 

arruting Jehovah'a wltnusea under ordinances and lawa 01 the typ. 
above ducrlbed whIch have baen held Invalid by the Supreme Court 
at the United States violate the Fedual Civil Right. Act. 

The Federal Civil RJghts Act makes it a felony punishable 
by fine and bnprisonment to conspire to deprive a person of 
his rights or to molest or interfere with the exerCise of hIs 
civil rights. 18 U. S. C. H 241, 242. See also 8 U. S. c. II 41, 
42, 43, 47 and 49. 

Any official or private person conspiring with an official to 
interfere wrongfully with the exercISe ot civil rights by Je­
hovah's witnesses under the color ot any law ot any state 
in the United States ot America which has been declared 
unconstitutional by the Supreme Court of the United States 
Is liable for imprisonment and payment 01 fine in the 1ederal 
courts pursuant to the provisions ot the Civil Rights Act. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, In Screws v. 
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United States, 325 U. S. 91, 104-105, 65 S. Ct, 1031, 1037, 89 
L. Ed. 1495, said: 

Take the case of a local officer who persists In entorelng a type of 
ordinance which the COurt bas beld Invalid 8.$ violative or the guaran­
tees of free .llpeech or freedom ot worship. Or a local omclal continues 
to select juries In a manner whIch fill'll In the teeth of decisions of 
the COurt. It those aets are done willfully. how can the omcer POJi,Slbly 
elalm that be had no fair warning that his acts were prohibited by 
the statute? He violates the statute not merely beca.uae he hlUl a bad 
purpose but because he acts In deftance of announced rules of law. 
He Who delle. a decision Interpreting the Constltutlon know$ precisely 
wtult he 111 doing. If I18ne, be hardly may be heard to ISY that he 
knew not what he did. Of course. wllUul condl,lct cannot make deftnlte 
that which Is undefined. But wllHul violators of constltutlonal require­
menta which have been dell.ned, certainly ~ In no position to My 
that they had no adequate advance notice that they would be visited 
with pW1.lshment. When they act wllltully In the sense In which Wi! use 
the word , they act In open dell.ance or In r eeklea. dt8regnru of a con­
lStltutlonal requirement which hIlS been made speclOc and deftnlte. 
When they are convicted for SO acOng, they are not punl5hed for 
violating an unknowable something. 

Martin L. Catiette, a deputy sherH't of Nicholas County, 
West Virginia, and Bert Stewart, chie1 01 pollee 01 Rich­
wood, West Virginia, were convicted of violating the CivIl 
Rights Act in conspiring to deprive Jehovah's witnesses of 
their rights to preach the gospel and explain their conscien­
tious reIusal to salute the American nag. The United States 
Court 01 Appeals for the Fourth Circuit, In rejecting the ap­
peal 01 Catlette, among other things, said In Catlette v. 
United Btates, 132 F. 2d 902 (1943): 

An Information was tlied a8all\ll\ Marttn Louis Catlette, Deputy 
Sherifi' ot Nicholas County, Wellt Virginia. and Bert Stewart. Chief ot 
Police of Richwood, West Virginia. In the United States District COurt 
ror the SOutllern District or West Vlrglnl/l, ror alleged vlolattons of 
18 U. B. C. A. If 52, 1>50 .• 

S4!ctlon 52 [now section 2421, Title 18, U. S. c.; 
"'Whoever, under color o( any law, 8taWle, ordinance, regulation, 

or CUBlom, willfully lubJecI.II, or taUBel to be subjected. any Inhabitant 
or any State, Territory, or DistrIct to the deprivation 0( any rights, 
privileges. or Immunities secured or protected by the Constitution and 
law, or the United States. or to dllJerenl punishments, pains, or penal­
ties, on account ot such Inhabitant being an allen. or by \"elUlOn or 
hIs color, or race, than are prescribed. for the punishment ot c1tbens. 
shall be fined not more thM $1,000, or Imprisoned not more than one 
)leu, or both:' _ . . 

It Is quite obviOUS In the Instant cue. however, that Catlette took 
very active and utterly unwarranted steps to subject hlB victims to 
afDrmative IndignIties. It Is equally clear that these Indignities were 
lnftJcted on the victims solely by relUlOn or their membership In the 
religious sect known as Jehovah', wltneSllC8. and their practices found­
ed on their beliefs, particularly their refusal, on religious grounds, to 
lIII.lute the lIag or the Unlted States. This. we think, very clearly brln" 
Catlette within the prohibitiOns ot the federal COnstitution and the 
federal erlmlnsl statutes set out above. 
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It Is submitted that officials may not, under color of law, 
conspire to Interfere with the exercise ot civil rights by Je­
hovah's witnesses, and when they so do they are guilty of 
a violation of the Federal Civil Rights Act, subjecting the 
officials to fine and imprisonment. 

XXII 
Tile court. ha .... held In hvor of Jehovah', wltne .. el In other 

mlle"U."eou. clrCl,lmatance •. 

A 
The courts have held that Jehovah's witnesses have the 

right to advertise pubUc meetings with placards on auto­
mobiles or by carrying placards on the sidewalks. 

Nebra.!ka v. Hind, 143 Neb. 479, 10 N. W. 2d 258 (1943) 
New York v. Kieran. 26 N. Y. S. 2d 291 (1940) 
Commonwealth v. Anderson, 308 Mass. 370, 32 N. E. 2d 

684 (1941) 

• The courts have held that Jehovah's witnesses have the 
right to defend themselves when attacked by one who obo 
jects to their distribution of Bible literature. 

Oity of Gaffney v. Putnam, 197 S. C. 237, 15 S. E. 2d 130 
(1941) 

Rez ex reI. Atkinson v. Montague, (950) 97 Can. Cr. Cases 
29 (County Court, Haldtmand County, Ontario, September 14, 
1949) 

c 
The courts have held that distribution by Jehovah's wit· 

nesses ot their literature does not constitute a violation ot 
the laws torblddlng the blocking ot sidewalks. 

City of Olathe v. Lauck, 156 Kan. 637, 135 P. 2d 549 (1943) 
New York v. De Cecca, 29 N . Y. S. 2d ·524 (1941) 
New York v. LoVecchio 56 N. Y. S. 2d 354 (1945) 
Pool v. TeX<J.8, - Tex. Cr. R. -, 226 S. W. 2d 868 (1950) 

o 
Jehovah's witnesses cannot be discriminated against and 

dismissed trom civil service appointment because of belle! 
and practice as Jehovah's witnesses. 

Morgan v. CivU Service CommiS8Wn of New Jersey, 131 
N. J. L. 410, 36 A. 2d 898 (1944) 

E 
Jehovah's witnesses may not be forced to serve on juries, 
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contrary to their claim for exemption from jury service as 
ministers ot the gospel. 

United States v. Hillyard, 52 F. Supp. 612 (E. D., Wash., 1943) 

F 
Persistence by Jehovah's witnesses in their right to preach 

the gospel, notwithstanding the Insistence by a police officer 
that they discontinue preaching, does not constitute unlaw­
fully ,resisting an officer. 

City 0/ MonrO(! v. Ducas, 203 La. 971, 14 S. 2d 781 (1943) 

G 

Jehovah's witnesses cannot be required to have commer­
cial licenses on their automobiles used in their preachIng 
activity, inasmuch as such use of automobiles is not a com­
mercial use. 

Ex parte Carter, 143 Tex. Cr. R. 46, 156 S. W. 2d 986 (l941) 

PRINTED DECISIONS 

The decisions hereinbefore cited and quoted are only a 
few of the thousands of decisions that have been rendered 
by the courts tn Iavor of Jehovah's witnesses. Some of these 
decisions are printed. A list ot printed decisions in the lead· 
Ing cases appears In this booklet as Appendix (pages 89-93). 
Jehovah's witnesses and their attorneys and any judge or 
lawyer may obtain copies ot these printed opinions and oth· 
ers that are available. These will be sent to any attorney, 
judge or any of Jehovah's witnesses who needs them in or· 
del' to help settle a dispute over the right ot Jehovah's wit· 
nesses to carryon their preaching work. Printed dedsions 
may also be submitted to the judge in support ot the motion 
to dismiss, along with a C()py of this booklet. To obtain 
copies 01. these opinions write the Society (legal omcc) at 
124 Columbia Heights, Bro()klyn 2, New York. 

FINES 

The apostles In ancient times did not pay fines. Today 
Jehovah's witnesses toll()w the course of tne apostles when 
convicted !()r refusing to st()P preaching the gospel. 11. the 
court tines upon convIction, an appeal sh()uld be taken. An 
appeal or an appeal bond should prevent the collection ot 
a fine until the case Is decided by a higher court. 

11. the appeal Is lost, then, instead of paying the fine, dis· 
charge it by going to jail, II allowed to do so by law. Re­
member that you are sent forth by J ehovah God to be tus 
witness. 11. it Is his will that you go to prison and there give 
further testimony after faUing on appeal, that should be 
done joyfully. Trust In Jehovah tor protection, like the pl·oph· 
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ets and apostles who likewise suft'ered. Christ endured per. 
secutlon himsell and lett some behind to be fllled up by us 
In this day. (Phil. 1:29; Col. 1:24; 2 Tim. 1:8) It Is a blessed 
privilege to have a 8mall part in the vindication of Jehovah's 
name by maintaining integrity. Preaching the gospel faith· 
fully, regardless ot opposition, we will prove Satan to be a 
liar. 

REPORTING FOLLOWING TRIA L 
When the trIal Is completed, make a lull report to the 

Society immediately. The report should Include a summary 
of the evidence given, a statement ot the ruling of the court 
and the reasons stated by the jud/?e for the decision. State 
whether the decIsion was "Guilty' or "Not guilty". It the 
decision was in writing, send a copy. The amount of the fine 
or imprisonment, if any, should be mentioned. Report what 
steps have been taken to appeal. Also inform the Society's 
Branch office of the time allowed on appeal for preparing 
the record, filing of briefs and appearance in the higher 
court by you or your attorney. 

MOSS 
In recent years we (Jehovah's witnesses) have been cruel· 

ly attacked and vIcIously mobbed by religious fanatics and 
Intolerant persons. These outbursts of violence have occurred 
especially In Europe, QuebeC and various parts of the Unit­
ed States. Mr. Justice Murphy of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, In Prince v. Oommonwealth 321 U. S. 158, 
176, 64 S. Ct. 438, 447-448, 88 L. Ed. 645 (944), wrote as fol­
lows: " •.. Jehovah's witnesses are living proof of the fact 
that even In this nation, conceived as it was in the ideals of 
freedom, the right to practice religion in unconventional ways 
Is stIll far from secure. Theirs is a m1litant and unpopular 
faith, pursued with a fanatical zeal. They have suffered 
brutal beatings; their property has been destroyed; they 
have been harassed at every turn by the resurrection and 
enforcement of little-used ordinances and statutes. See 
Mulder and Comisky, 'Jehovah's Witnesses Mold Constitu· 
tlonal Law,' 2 Bill of Rights Review, No.4, p. 262." 

The vIolence and bloodshed experienced by Jehovah's wit· 
nesses does not deter us. It proves our faithfulness to Al· 
mighty God. The Lord Jesus Christ declared that Inasmuch 
as he was persecuted, his followers should expect like treat­
ment. (John 15:20) The demonized persecution of Jehovah's 
witnesses Is proof that we are on the side of Jehovah God 
and against the DevU. 

Take courage from the experience of the faithful men of 
old. Lot's visitors were mobbed (Gen. 19:4-10); Joshua and 
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Caleb were threatened with stoning by a mob (Num. 14:6-10); 
Christ was mobbed. (Luke 4:14-30; 22:47·54; 23:1,2) In Jeru· 
salem and elsewhere the apostles were mobbed, beaten and 
foully persecuted by the demonized populace who, like their 
"father the devil", took the law into their own hands. 
Stephen was mobbed and kHled by s toning. (Acts 7:54-60) 
Many times Paul was mobbed. (Acts 13:50; 14:19; 17:2·7; 
19:2841; 21:26-36; 2 Cor. 11:24·26) ''The whole world Hes in 
the power of the evil one."-l John 5:19, Weymouth. 

Threat 01 mobs and actual violence should not stop the 
proclamation 01' the gospel message. Often these threats are 
mere blufl's. When surrounded by a mob, insist that you are 
preaching the gospel of God's kingdom as commanded in 
God's Word, the Bible, and that it they hann you, your blood 
will be upon their heads. (Jer. 26:14,15) When faced with 
such trouble remember the cOWlsel ol the Scriptures writ· 
ten lor your strength for such a crisis and trust entirely in 
Jehovah for deliverance. (Josh. 1:9; 2 Chron. 20:15,17; Ps. 
29:11; Isa. 26:3,4; 50:7; Ezek. 33:8,9; Phil. 1:27·29, Am. Stan. 
Ver.) II the mob does not disband aiter an effort to reason 
with them, move away and try to avoid the mob. If forced 
to use seU-delense, do so. (See The Watchtower, Septem· 
ber 15, 1939.) There Is no need to arm yoursel1 beforehand or 
after hearing of the threats of violence and go about look­
ing for trouble. 

In places where mob violence repeatedly occurs, it is ad· 
visable to alternate the time for doing witness work so as 
to avoid the mobsters. If conditions continue so as to warrant 
a drastic change, you should communicate with the Society 
for Instructions. 

When threatened with mob violence, do not allow the offi· 
cials to pennit anarchy to take control of the community. 
Immediately call upon the state, provincial and local officials, 
such as the governor, mayor, sheriD' and local prosecutor, 
to provIde adequate protection. U necessary Identify the 
mobsters and officials and gather evidence to prosecute the 
mobsters for violating local and state laws. The cIty and 
county governments should also be notified that if they al· 
low the mobsters to do injury to you or damage your prop­
erty you will hold the city and county governments, together 
with the delinquent officials, liable in damages. 

You should call attention of the government of the COWltry 
where the mobs occur by notifying such agencies as the De­
parttnent of Justice (CIvil Rights Section) of the federal 
government of the United States about the matter, with re­
quest to take action against the officials, law violators and 
mobsters under the federal crim1nallaws. 

In the United States the federal government has power 
to prosecute, convict, Imprison or fine »E'rsons (including 
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public officials) who conspire to injure, Intimidate or threaten 
any citizen in the exercise of any right guaranteed by the 
constitution or laws of the United States. This Is under 
Sectlon 241, Title 18 ot the United States Code. See Oatlette 
v, United States, 132 F. 2d 902 (1943), at page 79 at this 
booklet. 

Local officials who tail to provide adequate protection may 
be liable to prosecution under Title 18, Section 241, as well 
as Section 242 of the United States Code, which makes any· 
one liable to criminal prosecution and punishment who, un­
der color ot any state law, deprives another person of any 
rights guaranteed or protected by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

When the local officials take no steps to protect you against 
mob violence or when they connive with or permit assaults 
by mobsters, you should make a report oj' all the facts to 
the Branch office at the Society, giving names at as many 
persons as possible who participated In the mob. Also you 
should send the names at the officials who failed to give 
protection or who were In collUSion with the mobsters. Send 
in any available photographs of the mobsters and officials 
involved. 

In the United States three copies of this report should 
be prepared and sent to the Society for forwarding to the 
Department of Justice at Washington, D.C., with request 
that the federal government take action against the delln· 
quent officials as well as the mobsters who caused injury to 
Jehovah's witnesses and their property. 

DAMAGE SUITS 

Often one of Jehovah's witnesses may feel that because he 
has been mistreated or Injured by loss of hJs liberty through 
wrongful imprisonment as a result of preaching the gospel 
he should bring a damage suit. Damage suits to redress the 
deprivation ot liberty lost as a result of preachJng should 
not be instituted except in unusual cases. No damage suit 
involving arrest growing out ot preaching the gospel should 
be brought without first submitting the facts to the Society 
and receiving Instructions as to what course to take. 

Personal injury and other damages sustained by a person 
in his private business, such as while driving an automobUe 
or taking care of other personal matters, are not included 
within this advice. That is entirely a personal matter and 
does not Involve the Society. What action Is to be taken in 
such cases is tor the individual involved alone to decide, 
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PERSONS INVOLVED IN COURT CASES 

Before a pioneer or other person who Is Involved in a 
lawsuit or prosecution arising from the witness work moves 
trom that territory, he should communicate wIth the Society 
and explain that he Is Involved in legal action pending in 
hls territory. U moving will not jeopardize the case or the 
person can return tor trial without undue expense and in· 
convenience, the Society will consent to his moving. Before 
such change Is made, however, It Is best that consent be ob­
talned from the Society's Branch office. 

AVOIDING DIFFICULTIES BV TACTFULNESS 

Apartment HoUle. 
In working office buildings, apartment houses, private 

housing projects, trailer camps and tourist camps, govern­
ment reservations, company towns, and other sImilar places, 
we should exercise great tact and discretion. At all times we 
shouJd be polite and courteous. We shouJd not cause disturb­
ance by persistence at the doors 01 the people or by loud 
talking. We shouJd avoid prolonged arguments with man­
agers or caretakers ot such places. 

When you are commanded to stop calling lrom door to 
door in an apartment building or similar place you should 
try to explain your legal right to call from door to door. 
U, alter you attempt to do so, the one in charge insists on 
your leaving, you should decide lor yourself whether you 
want to leave and return at a later date. Whether you want 
to remain or return later to avoid the caretaker Is for you 
to determine. U there Is no opportunity to settle the right 
to work in the building at a later date, it would be your 
privilege to say whether you will remain and conUnue call­
ing from door to door to .force the controversy into the 
courts. 

Often disputes over the right to call from door to door 
result in disturbances which lead to calling the police. This 
can sometimes be avoided by your gracefully withdrawing 
and returning at another time. U the one In charge ot the 
building threatens to do physical violence It Is much better 
to retreat tor the time than to remain. Should he attempt 
to do violence you might be "framed" in a fighting case 
which might be very difficult to defend. 

Hotel' 
Hotels stand on an entirely different legal basis than do 

apartment buildings. The owner of an apartment house does 
not have an absolute right to exclude Jehovah's witnesses 
and prevent our calling from door to door. A hotel operator 
may do so because he is on a different basis. He is not a 
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mere landlord; he Is an innkeeper. People who reside in a 
hotel do not have the same rights as do tenants in an apart· 
ment buUding. ResIdents 01 hotels are guests. The hotel is 
very much like a private institution, such as a private club 
or a fraternity house. We do not have an absolute right to 
call upon the guests. H the manager of the hotel inSists 
that the work be diScontinued, the issue should not be forced 
as wIth the owner at an apartment building. When we are 
requested to leave a hotel we should depart without waiting 
until the one in charge calls the police. 

Sound Device. 
For many years sound devices have been used by Jeho­

vah's witnesses at conventions, in halls tor assemblies and 
at open-air meetings. We have also used them to advertise 
pubUc meetings by extending invitations to attend, by calling 
attention to the distribution of llterature upon the streets by 
Jehovah's witnesses and by making announcements. 

The Society does not now request the use of sound devices 
on the streets. It is up to each individual congregation to 
decide for Itself whether to use the sound-ears or sound 
equipment on the public streets of the towns in its terIitory. 
If sound devices are used on the streets (as distinguished 
from the parks), then certain important considerations should 
be taken Into account. 

Sound equipment should not be used on the streets unless 
and until the congregation has determined what are the local 
laws in respect to such use. Then, before using the sound­
car, send in to the Society copy of the ordinance or local 
law govemlng the use of sound devices. Counsel for the So­
ciety will advise you as to whether the law should be com­
plied with and, if so, to what extent and under what circwn­
stances. 

While a law requiring a permit before a sound device can 
be used in a park may be unconstitutional and an abridg· 
ment of freedom ot speeeh and worship. It is, nevertheless. 
not advisable to make use of a sound device at a public 
meeting in a park without first ascertaining what are the 
local laws In respect to the use of sound devices In the park. 
Copies of these laws should be sent in to the Society. Counsel 
can then advise you as to their validity and to what extent 
they should be complied with before you proceed to use the 
sound-amplifying device. 

Park. and PubJ1c Audltorluml 
U the local officials will give unconditional and unrestrict­

ed pennits to Jehovah's witnesses to use the public parks, 
public auditoriums or public schoolhouses for the holding of 
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assemblies or public meetings, then an application in writ· 
ing should be made for such facilities. U the congregation 
does not lmow how to make an adequate application the 
Society wlll be glad to assist In preparing a proper appli­
cation. 

In event the local officials will not grant satisfactory or 
unrestricted use 01 the publlc facilities, then, before forcing 
the issue into the courts, you should bring the matter to the 
attention ot the Society. Send a lonJr with your report a copy 
01 the rules and regulations, ordmances or bylaws of the 
officials having control. Counsel for the Society will then ad­
vise you whether the regulation should be complied with 
and to what extent. 

U the local authorities will grant pennission to use a 
park, auditorium or schoolhouse for assembly or public 
meeting purposes on a basis satisfactory to you, then go 
ahead and apply for the facilities without communicating 
with the Society. 

Public;: Street Preac;:hing 
We have the absolute right to preach publicly upon the 

streets. This right was employed by the Lord Jesus and his 
apostles. From time immemorial the streets have been used 
as a place for public discussion by anyone who desired to 
make use 01 them. The fact that you have an absolute right 
to use the streets to preach does not gIve you the prerogative 
01 abusing the right. You should not block the sidewalk. It 
is not appropriate to stand In the middle of the sidewalk. 
You should not block doorways or display windows. The 
appropriate place to stand in the distribution ot handbills 
and literature Is near the curb faclng the building or the 
passers-by, or else slowly move along the sidewalk with the 
other pedestrians and offer the literature to whomever you 
meet. 

If a crowd gathers around you and this tends to block the 
passageway, move alon~ and away Irom the crowd if or· 
dered to do so by a policeman. If you are standing on the 
sidewalk and a crowd has not gathered as a result of your 
d1strtbutJon of llterature and the passageway of the sidewalk 
remains open, then there would be no obligation on your 
part to move when ordered to do so by the officer or any 
other person such as a storekeeper. In order to avoid gather­
ing a erowd it would, however, be advisable to move a short 
distance or walk back and forth along the sidewalk rather 
than stand still. Standing stUI when a crowd gathers may 
cause or give rise to a false charge that you blocked the 
sidewalk. 
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CONCLUSION 

We, Jehovah's witnesses, do not ask the officials tor spe­
cial favors or to themselves violate the law for us. We mere­
ly request that the omcials treat us as the officials themselves 
desire to be treated In simIlar circumstances. Practicing such 
policy at fairness, the officers will not misuse their good 
offices to aid and abet the religious lanatlcs and clergy who 
oppose the good news. The poUee and officials should, there­
'o"'l administer equal justice under the law. Equal admlnls­
trat on of the Jaw requires them to find, as have the judges 
quoted from in this booklet, that Jehovah's witnesses are a 
legal organization of ministers and missionaries whose 
preaching activity is entirely lawful, entitling us to all the 
benefits enjoyed by the clergy under the law. The offictals 
should, therefore, attord to us the same protection from per· 
secution that is granted by law to the clergy 01 the popular 
and orthodox religious organizations. As required by law, 
they would then treat us as they treat theIr own clergy. 

Equality in dealing with us, Jehovah's witnesses, and al­
lowing us full freedom of worship granted by the lunda­
mental law will avoid disturbances in the community or 
trouble for the state and for us. Granting such freedom, 
moreover, will bring blessings to the officials from Jehovah 
God. We desire that all the officials with whom we deal learn 
a course of action that will mean escape from adverse judg­
ment by Jehovah God. For pennJttJng us freedom to preach 
from door to door and publicly upon the streets the officials 
are promised by Christ Jesus that they will receive this 
favorable consideration: "Verily I say unto you, Inasmuch 
as ye have done it unto one of the least of these my brethren, 
ye have done it unto me ... , And these shall go away •.. 
Into life eternal," (Matt. 25:3146) I n thus granting us equal 
protection of the laws, the officials will join us in the defend­
Ing and legally establishing of the good news.-Phll, 1:7. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HAYDEN C. COVIN'GTON, Lawyer 

124 Columbia Heights 
Brooklyn 2, New York 

General Counsel for Jehovah's witnesses 
and Watch Tower Bible and Tract SOCiety 



APPENDIX 
This booklet (10('11 not Include aU the caSe!! adjudh:aUng the rights ot 

Jehovah's witnesses to preaCh. A multitude or oIlier decisions were not 
d\5e\lflSed. The outstanding or princIpal cases are lisle<:!. below. These 
d(!Claloll$ Invalid'lle or hold Inapplicable to the work or Jehovah's wit­
nesses lawl or the construction and application of laws to prohlblt-

'" ( Z ) 

'" 
'<l 
(0) 

(0' 

", 

Literature o r speech attack­
Ing and criticizing rellglon; 
Knocking on doors or ringing 
doorbells; 
Preaching In apartment hOUll­
es egalnlt the wishes ot the 
mannger; 
Truancy ot children and de­
U'juency ot parent5 where 
ehl dren were expelled trom 
school lor reruMJ to salute 
lIag; 
Child labor by children ot 
Jehovah's wltne.ues who dis-
tribute llterature; 
Peddling, sollcltlng, hawking 
and commeltllal selling 01 
goods, wares and merchan-
dise; 
Ol$turban~ or breach ot the 
peace, dlsor<lerly conduct, or 
being a disorderly person; 

(S) Annoyance and maliciOUS vex­
ation: 

(9) Loitering on streets and 
blocking sldawalks: 

( 10) Door-to-lloor calling or preach­
Ing: 

(11 ) Refusal to participate In a 
school fiag Mlute ceremony: 

(12) Preaching from door to door 
or on the streets ot a 
company-owned or prlvately­
owned town or In a housing 
proJ~t: 

(13) Calling at homa or from 
door to door without previous 
Invitation, to visit: 

(Jot) Street distribution of Iltcra­
lure. handbills and printed 
invitations: 

(I~) Preaching without payment 
of a fee: 

(10) Preaching without payment 
of a license tax: 

(17) Speaking or holding a meet,­
Ing In a park without a pe .... 
mit: 

( l S) Carrying placards o r adver­
tisement on person or on au­
tomobile!!: 

(19) Preaching without registering 
buslneSli with pOlice: 

( :'-0) Distribution In a zoned area 
or on a restricted street 
where work prohibited but 
allowed elsewhere: 

(21) selling without complying 
with the sales tax laws: 

(Z2) Use ot school buildings for 
public meetings: 

(23 ) SpeRh or literature against 
the government or which Is 
called sedIUOU5: 

(::4 ) Commercial work on Sunday 
contrary to the sabbath laws: 

(2~) Trespasa: on Ral property of 
anOther: 

(20) Distribution without approvsl 
of Or a permit from a local 
or state oHlclal: 

(:'"1) Use of a sound-amp!!rylng de­
vice In a pub!!c park by a 
speaker without a permit; 

( ::S) One ot Jehovah·s wltnl'll.'les 
from keeping children and 
property when sued by a de­
parting husband or wife. 

FollOwing the citations of decisions Ibted below are numbers In bold 
type In parenthe~ which Indicate the nllture of the case and whallhe 
court held. To determine the ruling or holding, find In the above III;t 
the number which corresponds to the number In bold type belOW. fol· 
lowing the eltatlon. 1n cases where the court has granted an Injunction 
against the offiCi siS. stopping them rrom Inl.errerlng With Jehovah'. 
wltneSlleS. the word "InJunction" appears In parentheses. An asterisk (.) 
betore the name of a case Indicat es that Jehovah·. witnesses were not 
Invo l~ed . 

" 
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1. Adelalde Company of .Jehovah', 
wltn~ 1m:. II. the Com­
monwealth (If AU$traU.a 

67 C. L. R. 116 (1M3) (23) 
:l. Arener .... Flnt Criminal Judi­

cial District Court ot the 
Olunty ot B<'rgen 

10 N. J. Misc. 1159. 162 A. 914 
(l932) (1. e, door to door) 

3. Barnette v. West Virginia Stale 
Board of Education 

t7 F. Supp. 251 (S.D .. W.VII .. 
194.2) (11. InjunctIon) 

4. Beaufort, City of. v. Rieken. ""u 197 S. C. 431, l~ S. E. 2d 677 
(lIHl) (1, Qoor to door) 

~. Beeltr Y. Smith 
'tI F. SI,lR,P. 139 (E.D .. Ky., 

19-11) (23, lnJunet!on) 
6. BerrY v. CIIY of Hope 

:m Ar k. 1100. 172 S. W. 2d 
922 U94$) (t6, 6) 

7. Blu! lILand. City ot, Y. Kozul 
379 m. !SU, 'II N. E. 2d '15 
(~) (la, ., .tree!) 

8. Bolling v. Superlor Court tor 
Clallam COunty 

18 Wuh. 2d 373, 133 P. 2d 
1!03 (1943) (tt,.) 

9. Borehtrt v. City of Ranger 
'l2 F. Supp. m (N.D., -Texl\.l, 

1941) (6, 10, 14, 28, door to 
door, .treet, Injunction) 

10. Bl"()wn v. City of Stillwater 
18 Okla. cr. 399, 149 P. 2d 

l!O9 (1944) (1. street) 
U. Brown v. Sk .... tad 

Dl~U1ct Ctlurt. llth .Judlello.l 
DlIJU1et, County or SL 
LouIs MInnesota, Deeem­
bel" 12. 1!M2 (U, Injunction) 

U. Burna .,. CIty or Carrollton 
72~a'(lMJ)' W: e~ s. E. 2d 

13. Bulawayo, The Maglatrate, v. 
Kabungo 

1938 South Africa Law R~ 
porn: 304 (.23) 

14. BUIt'}' V. Dlrtrlet of ColumbIa 
319 U. S. 579. 63 S. Ct. 12T7, 

81 L. Ed. 1598, mandate 
exeevted at 78 App. D. C. 
189. 138 F. 24 592 09'3) 
(13, e, . treet) 

IS. c.Jltoml'c.People or the State 
of v. North.um. 

41 Cai. A. 2d 284. 103 Cal. 
Wh~' ('!it' 106 P. 2d 

16. Cantwl"ll v. State of ConnecUcut 
310 U. S. 296. 60 S. Ct. 900, 

84 L. Ed, 1213 (HMO) (T, 
:8, e) 

17. ·Carlson v. People of the State 
o r california 

310 U. S. 106. 60 S. ct. 746, 
84 L . Ed. 11001 (1940) (9) 

18. Carter Ex parte 
l~T~ f[94~ 46. 156 S. W. 

19. Carter·Mort v. State of Okla. 
homa 

T1 Okla. Cr. 269, 141 p , 2d 
lZJ (lINJ) (-t. U) 

20. caUette v. United States 
132 F. 2d 9Cr.iI (Co A. 4, 19U) 

21. CinclnnaU, CIty or. v. M~ler 
61 Ohio ApI):. 81, 22 N. E . 24 

418, 14 O. O. 134 (1939) 
(16,8, door 10 door) 

22. COry v. Cory 
70 cal. A. 2d 563, 161 1'. 2d 

383 (194:1) (1J,~) 

23. 'Dllnlkln V. SI\n DIego UnWed 
School Dlltrlet 

28 (fi::&) ~Z'~, In P. 2d 88:1 

U. DeBerry V. Clly or La Crange 
62 Ca. APf' 74, 8 S. E. 24 

146 (1940 (13,8) 
2:1, Donley v. City ot COloradO 

Springs: 
fO F. SuPP. to: (D.C .. COlo., 

19U) ( 13, e, InJunctlonJ 
26. Douglas v. City of .Jeannelte 

39 F. SuPP. 32 (W.D .. P~.~ 
1941), 3J9 U. S. l~, ..., 
S, ct. 877, 87 L. Ed. 1324 
(lINJ) 08. e. house to 
hOUse. InJuncUon) 

27. Emcl!. Y. City or Guymon 
'7:; Okla. Cr. 1, 127 p, 2d 85Ii 

(1942) (28, .tree\) 
28. Fish, People or the State ot 

New York ex reI. , Y. San<l. 
lItrom 

279 N. Y. ~23, 18 N. £. 2<l940 
(1939) ( -t ,11) 

29. FolI~tt Y. Town ot McCormick 
321 U. S. 573, 64 S. Ct. n7, 88 

L. Ed. 938 (1944) (18. e, 
door to door) 

30. Gaffney, City ot, v. Putnam 
197 S. C. 237, 1.5 S. E. 2d 130 

(1941) (8, T, street) 
31. Garrett Y. RoH 

161 S. W. 2d 893 (T~xas 
Civil Appea.l., 1942) (10, 1'1, 
street, InJunction) 

32. ·Glrouard Y. Unlte<l Slatl'lI 
328 U. S . 6.1.66 S. Ct. 826, 00 

L. Ed. lW'l (1946) (eltlun­
shIp) 



33. GrlftIlh v. Watchtower Bible 
and Tract SOciety. Inc:. 

U. S. DI.trlct COurt, DI.trlet 
ot MaryilUld. No. 2UH-C!.vil, 
January Xl. 1944 (not dolnl( 
blQlnusl 

34. *Hagul! Y. C. I . O. 
307 U. S. 496. 59 S. CL 954, 83 

L. Ed. 1423 (1939) (17 , ::8, 
InJunction) 

3!i. Hayea v. Clly of COlumbia 
COunty Court, Rlel'lland COun­

ty. South Carolina. Janu­
ary 11, 1944 (16, injunc­
tion) 

36. HJblhmnn v. City of MadlllOrI­
ville 

29:!i Ky. 601. 1715 S. W. 2d 21 
(1943) (16, _, door to door) 

n. HouSh, Slate of Florida ex reI.. 
v, Woodruft 

147 Fl-. 299. 2 S. 2d ST7 
(l9t1) (H. e, atreet) 

38. 111111.0'-, People Slate of, v. 
Chlat~do 

381 Ill. 214, 44 N. E. 2tt 888 
(l9U) (4, U) 

39. nUno" People Slate of. v. 
Simcox 

379 Ill. 347, 40 N. E. 2d 525 
(190102) (1, 7) 

40. Iowa, Slate or. v. Mead 
230 IOWa 1217. 300 N. W. 523 

(l9tl) (24. 8) 
U. Jaml.on v. State of Tel<u 

318 U. S. 413,,_63 S. Ct. 669, 
87 L. Ed. ow (1943) (1'1, 
.treet) 

f2. Jonft 1n re 
I'm )lIte. 'ltSl, 24 N. Y. S. 2d. 

10 (UKO) (4, 11) 
43. Jon" v. cny Of Mo\ll\r1e 

7:J G .. App. ~ 33 S. E. 2d 
:561 (IN:l) (:to, e) 

"' Jone. Y. City of Opellka 
316 U. S. !iIW. 62 S. Ct. 1231. 

88 L . Ed. 1691 (l9ot2): re­
yene4 at 319 U. S. 103. 63 
S. Ct. 890, fn L. Ed. 1290 
(l943) (le, e, door to door) 

45. Ka/ta8:lJ State oIJ...!' SmIth 
1M Aan. 588, UI p, 2d !SlS 
(l~) (<I. 11) 

46. Kennedy y, CIty ot Moscow 
S9 F. Supp. 26 (D.C.\ Idaho, 

1941) (6, ::e, InJunc Ion) 
47. Kenyon Y. City of Chicopee 

320 M..... 528, 70 N. E. 24 
Z4l (l946) (1<1,8, street, In· 
,unction) 

.s. Lar.ent Y. State o[ Texu 
318 U. S. 4l!.... 63 S. Ct. 667. 

87 L . Ed. 11"13 (UI43) (e,~. 
door to door> 
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49. Latrecc:hla. In re 

l28 N. J. L. 472, 26 A. 2d 881 
(l!rn!) ( ... til 

SO. Lefebvre. I'n re 
91 N. H. 383, 20 A. 2d 18:1 

(941) ( .. , II) 
!S1. LouWans, State ot, Y. Santord 

3)3 La. 961. 14 S. 2d. 778 
(l9-l3) (fl. 7 , street) 

~. LoVi!.1t y. CIty of Grimn 
303 U. 8. 444. ~ S. Ct. 666, 82 

L. Ed. 949 (1938) (::6, fI) 
!S3. Lynch Y. City o[ Muskogee 

47 F. Supp. 589 (E.O., Oklll .. 
1942) (I. street, Injunction) 

M. Malnee-State or, y. Peacock 
138 Me, 339. 25 A. 2d 491 

(1942) (not detlling tlag) 
!S:\. MalneL_State of. y, Wagner 

141 Me. 403. 44 A. 2d 821 
(l1Mli) (8, door to door) 

56. Ma~h Y. State 01 Alabama 
326 U. S. 501L~ S. Ct. 276. 

90 L. Ed. ;.- (l946) (::G. 
28, 1:. e) 

57. Martin Y. City o[ Struthers 
319 U. S. 14~~ 63 S. Ct.. 862. fn 

L. Ed. 1313 (1M3) (:Z. door 
to door) 

~. Masuchuaetta, Commonwealth 
Of, Y. AJunaltJlllll 

316 M .... , 97. $ N. E. 2d 6 
(1944) (11,14, e, Itreet) 

~. Mauachuaetta. Commonwealth 
of Y. Anderson 

308 MUll. 370, 32 N. E. 2d 684 
(1941) (18,14.:ra) 

60. 0Mauaehuaetta. Commonwealth 
or Y. Gilfe4der 

321 M .... 33:1, 73 N . E. 2d 241 
(l947) (17) 

61. Maa.achu.eelt.s. Commonwealth 
or v. Pueone 

308 M ..... 591. 33 N. E. 2d !S22 
094l) (18) 

82. M ...... ehuaetta, Commonwealth 
or. v. R1char480n 

313 Maa. 632. .s N. Eo 2d 
G78 (lM3) (3, 211) 

63. McConkey v. aty ot Fre4erlcu­
burR 

119 Va. ~, 19 S. E, 2d 682 
(19-12) Oil, 6. street) 

64. McKee v. State of Indiana 
219 Ind, 247) 37 N. E. 2d 9-10 

(lIM!) (:3 
65. Mlchl,an. people ot the State 

ot, v. Lechner 
307 Mich. 358. 11 N. W. 2d 

918 (11M3) (til, e, street) 
60. Miller v. State of Oklalloma 

1:i Okla. cr. 428, 133 P. 2d 
223 (1943) (7, .treet) 
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frt. Mlnneaota, State or. II. Korlch 

219 Minn. 268, 17 N. W. 2d 
497 (1945) (3, 7, door to 
door) 

68. Monroe, City at. v, Dueu 
203 La. 971. 14 S. 2d 781 

(194.3) (resisting poUce) 
69. Morgan v. Civil Service COm­

mIssIon of New Jersey 
131 N. J. L. 410. 36 A. 2d 898 

(1944) (dtser\mlnatlon) 
71). Murdock v. Pennlylvanla 

319 U. S. 105, 63 S. Ct. 870, 
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