
LEGAL,- STATUS 

IN THE U I T E D  STATES DISTRICT COURT FILED 
FOR TIE WEASTERN DISTRICT CP CALIFORNIA MAR 1 1974 

P l a i n t i f f ,  1 Civil No. S-19% 

- V I  - 1 

W E D  STATES QF NIERICA, 1 
Defendant. 1 

F m m S  d FACT 

1. This i s  a c i v i l  action for the refund of $U),37'7.20 

in incam twer for the f i a c n l  ptu ended April 30, L%9, Thin 

of T i t l a  28 United Stater Code and Section 7422 o? T i t l a  26 U.3.C. 

2. The defendant, by a counterclrim, reelm recovery of 

$721.87 in incame tax together with $5b7.77 in asreared intersat 

ar a b.hnce of $1,229.61, together with iatsrest theram. 

j. ~hfa. imtter e m  on for bearing on September 17, lm. 

Peter R. Strmmr appeared for the plaiatiff  md Hsrold 3. Istaen 

*PPawd far defend& . Both partieo waived Jury trial., and, 

fo~owlng a partial  atipubtion of fact8 , the mstter M. 'taken 

4, A t  pretrial, defendarrt coactded that plaintiff l a  

orgurizad and duly incorporated aa a non-profit carporntion pur0\unt 

to  Callforrria lav. Defendant further conceded fhst phinf ir t 'a  

8ctfvltiar may be admittedly reUg iws  Ln nature but bfendrrrt 

contended said activities are not religious per ae dthkr ttr 

acopa of btterrul Ravenua Code Section ~0l(c)(3). 

5. Plaintif r'a Articler of ~ncor~orat ion  read, i n  partirun& 

This corporation ir o k  which does not cantamlate 
pecuniary gain or profit to the members .thereof and it 
is Organized )ole for non-profit purposes. Upon the " 

anding  up and d i  3' , olutim or this  corporation, after 
Pying:or adequately providing for the debts and 0bI.i- 
gations of the corporation, the remining 688ete 



ahal l  be distributed t o  a non-profit %d, foundation or 
corporation which is organized and operated exclusively 
for charitable, religious and/or rc ien t i f ic  purpoaes and 
which has established i t s  tax-exempt rtatua under Section 
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revaaue Code. 

6. In i t s  Memorandum in Support of its Requested SUry 

I n r t r u c t i o ~ ,  defendant cited but tw issues which i t  clnimcbd M 

t b r  baais for denial of p la in t i f f ' s  tax-exempt status: 

(1) Whetbar the ordination of ministers, the granting of 
church charters, and the issuance of Honorary Doctor 

of Divinity t i t l e e  by plaint i f f  m e  substantial  ac t l r i -  
t i e s  which do not further any religious purpose, thus 
dlrquallfyfns p l e in t l f t  Pram tw exemption; and 

(2) Whether the iesusnce of Honorary Doctor of MvFnfty 
t i t l e a  by p l a in t i i r  i s  sn ac t iv i ty  which l a  e i ther  

i l l ega l  or la violation of publlc policy under the 
California Education Cads Section 29007. 

7. Dafeadant admitted In i t s  maormddum i n  Support of 

i t 8  Requested JlPy Instructions tbat the  ordination of minfstors 

.nd the chastering of churches tue accepted ac t io i t i e r  of r e - w  

8. O r a l  ugrnwnt was presented, in addition t o  tha written 

br iefr ,  pleadingr, depositions, nnd axhibita, re tba Calliornia 

Xducati0n Code Sections 29001, 29007, and 2-0. P l a i n t i t f  contended 

md daisadant opposed the ccntention that by virtue of Educrtian 

Code Bectfoa 29020 plaint i f f  was excluded f r o m  tb prorcriptiona ro 

i r r m c e  of the Honorary ~ o c t o r  of ~ i v i n i t y  titla tolmd fn Edu#tim 

Code section 2gout, 

9, Esrprt testimony by of depoaitioaa fzaa Revwnd 

Tkodom mckb snd Reverend Uate r  Kimolvlng hve b a a  nrbdtted 

with rerpect to the Homrary Doctor of Divinity t i t l a ,  rubject to 

defeadmt's objection. 

10. Reverend Tbeodore Mckla t e s t i f i e d  by dapoaitloa that 

IkFUtment of Religious Study a t  SIDta C l u 8  Vnlverulty, Suttr Clara, 

C u i o z n i a .  He further daeipated h i s  religious afY+ation 88 S .J. 

(80ciety of ~ e s u ) ,  componly r e f e m d  t o  an the Jeauits. He s ta ted  

i n  the f i e l d  of reUgioua studies. He r ta ted  that baaed upon his 



personal knmledge, following individual research of documentary 

sources and discussions with hie profeesional collssgusa, that tha 

Honorary Doctor of Divinity i s  a s t r i c t l y  honorary religious title 

without academic standing, (mekin deposition, page 5, Unes U-21.) 

Father mekin hu.ther t es t i f ied  that the Honkar~r Doctor of Divinity 

tith i s  not avarded by degree-conferring inatitutioaa t o  persona UI 

thn consequence of the i r  having completed programs of study, within 

the conferring and/or other inst i tut ions,  designed t o  earn the 

rank/title sf.. .'!doctor ", .. (Mxkin deposition, page! 6, Unes l0-19. ) 

U. Reverend U?stsr Klnsolvizq t e s t i f i ed  v i a  degoaltion 

that he i s  an ordalned EpiscopdL priest ,  having been in the pro- 

c h i d  ministry of his church for some fourteen pars and waa now 

a --tima journallet, a religion writer for the San Francisco 

Examiner, and a religion columnist for  the 19.tioaal Rewepapar 

Syndicate whose column i s  carried in two hundred fifty-four d 8 U y  

narsp.psra In farty-8tr s ta tes  and canaha with a readbrahip of over 

n h  mllllon. (Kinsolving deposition, pa@ 2, Unea 17-25.) He 

corroborated the testimony of Father mckin as t o  the Honorary Doctor 

of Mvlnity t i t l e  i n  aU. particulars. When aaked speci2ically 

wbsther an Hozaoruy Doctor of ~ i v i a i t y  t i t l e ,  labeled on its i.ce 

M an Honorary Doctor of Mvinity (defendant's Ewhibit. E), o8am und8r 

the proscriptions found i n  the California Education Code, r p s c i f l c ~  

Education Cods SectIan 29007, Rev. Xinsolving replied, ' L a b v i a 4  not.* 

( ~ o l v i n g  deposition, page 49, line 22:. ) Rev. IClauolviog hatlmr teati- 

fled thnt the way Honorary Doctor of Mvfnity degree8 bM hen mod , 

ln  so IpUSy IPBtances represented 4 kind of ~ ~ t o c k  in trade. % &bar 

words, you almost s e l l  them. 'I (~iwolvfag deposition, pa60 56, Usor 4-7.) 

12. Rvther deposition testimony was aubmltted in to  evldance, 

mmly dtpositions of Reverend. Kirby J. Hensley, U d 8  Unris0 IiBmby, 

uad Alexander Dias DeBettencourt. A l l  exhibits identified in cornwetion 

with tho above depositions -re strpulated fof use herein wlth t he  

exception o f  a Minute ~ook of the Board of Directorsg meetings of 

plbi l l t i t t  corporation. P re t r i a l  ruling by w e  m c k i d e  dllrrrrsd tb 

lanute Book, defendant ' 8  Echibit A, t o  be used h$rein. 



Kirby J. Hensley deposition 

3.3. Rev. Hensley t e s t i f i ed  that the church w a a  lacorpar- 

ated h 1962. He tes t i f ied  t h a t  a garage a t  his residence, 1766 

Poland Road, Modesto, California, had been converted into 8 chtueb 

and chapel. Metings were held  every Suuday morning, wfth occaaioarl 

special meetings on other day6 and evenings. He t e a t i f l ed  that 

charitable efforts engaged in  by the church which have bten recog- 

nized by s t a t e  and loca l  governmental sources included taking people 

off %ha. welfare .ram and- training them in productive jobs for which 

s t a t e  md l o c d  government paid half the wagus so earnad. (Kirby 

J. Henrley depocrition, page 14, l ines  4-8.) 

14. Rev. Hemley further t e s t i f i ed  that the Lignorary 

Doctur of Divinity program was developed rinca the church policy 

a l l m d  miniaterFal credential3 t o  ba conferred g r a t L  upoa ragrclrw 

on requert and upon new ministers who were seeking id-tfm on 

ministerial  proceduree. (Kirby J. Hemley deporttion, pago 21, 

b a r  U-25.)  he leeson p u n s  (dufendmtms Exhibite G thmqsh L) 

corer h a l o  church !'unctions, how t o  conduct rerpicsr, mnrr%.gcr 
t 

baptiamr3. ceremonies, burial services, etc.  The lsaaan plan8 wm 

m i l e d  out or othendae di6tributcd on request uith the Boa- 

Doctor of Divinity as a cowse of instruction in the principle. of 

the church. Rev. Hemley =her identified 8 Marri.gs C.rtific.t., 

a l rhrr iqp Record, a Charter Agreemeat, a Charter, aa IniormettoP 

Sheet &d m issue of t he  church newuptiper. (mfeadaut*r Ibhibits 

Q md R. P l r in t i f f*a  Exhlbit ma. 2 tbsough 5.) 

15. RW. ne-~ay ~ c r t h ~  t es t i f ied  thst ths C - C ~  hob mkm- 

teared its f a c i l l t i a s  for rehabi l l ta t ive purpo-8 iwalvfne pawla 

seekiag employment following incarceration fn miroa. (IMnrw dmp- 

si t ion,  page 59, l ines  l6-26, e t  rreq.) 

l6. Purthar t e s t imoq  re issuance of church charter8 

( p h i a t i f f m a  Exhibits Ms. 2 and 3),indicated $hat p-ifi requl;rsd 

all church88 chartered by it t o  agree to abide by tlw corpar8t4 Lwr 

of the  State, that each church have a pastor, secretary snd t ~ ~ U H t r ,  



California, and that  any church found t o  violate a s t a t e  lav rrwld 

be subject t o  having i t s  charter csnceUed. (Klrby 3. Henslsy 

deposition, pagt 61, Unea  12-26.) 

17. Rev. Hensley t e s t i f i ed  tha t  h i s  philosophy whfch he 

conveyed t o  aU. his ministers i s  t o  do whatever i r  r ight .  ( ~ i r b  

J. Heaslay dapoaitlon, pagt 62, Unes 9-U.) 

18. men asked about the doctrine of the Wniveredl Wfa 

Church, plaint i f f  herein, Rev. Hensley stated tbat  the church is 

" a l l  bui l t  around" the following principles: "The Vhfversal tFIs 

Church h r  no t radi t ional  doctrine, 3, only believes i n  that 
:, 

which i a  right.  Ua believe tbat  averJe$ns baa a right to  bin oun 

coovictim, a right t o  express it, snd'wo recog~lite m q o m ' n  

beUsi.n (Kirby J. Hemley depoaltlon, p.ga 62, l i m n  23-26, .ad 

P.BS 631 -a 1 4 . )  

19. Rev. mn61ey t e s t i f i ed  tha t  tm h.d pertar~ad arrle#er 

and bapti- and orficiatad a t  funerala and typical  church f m c t i a ~ .  

(Heanlay deposition, page 74, Ilnc 24, and gags 75, U m a  2 b 5 . )  

Ik iurtbr averred tht he had always counssLd and to ld  p l r l r t i f f . 8  

miniaterr t o  do vhateverls r igbt ,  t o  a t q r  within tb caatLnar of 

the l.u. (~e r r eby  deposition, pege 89, lines 1-4.) 

Lida bulse,Hensley deposition 

20. M s .  Haasley t e s t i f i ed  she had been auried to K i r b y  

J. nenahy, plaint i f f ' s  presided, sinmi 1952 ap6 w been rsaoelrtmt~ 

v i th  the Unlverral U f e  Church since it. bagaa i n  1959. 8lm tert+(iad 

tht weekly acnicer  wars held vlth a mrsbu pi 'M iadiri&mb 

&ill 5n regulsz attendance t o  the data of tb deporition, -- 
mately a dozen y e u s  later. (Uda Iiexuley deposittan, prgc 9, line b 

e t  3.) She averred tha t  the church irarr i t8  inctpt iar  hd ia8ued - 
church charterq, published a church newspaper, cordermd slrersterbl 

c+enfials and issued Honorary Doctor of Dl-ty titlsa upcllr -h- 

tion of a s e t  of lesson pLans c o n s t i t ~ t i n g  a course of iastruction 

in the churchas principleti. She further t e s t i f i ed  that pls.htifY hrd 

usad the nam "universal Wfe Church, Incorporated," fraa it8 very 

k g i n n i w .  xn ill t ax  returm forwarded by plalntifY, i t r  a c t l r i t i e a  
* 



were described an religious services, preaching, etc., "to have . 
ar&ices and preach and teach and things lib that ." (Lid. Bsarley 

daposition, page 37, lines ll-12. ) 

21. k s .  Haasley indicated p h i n t i r t  bad received a 

property tax exemption aa a church on i t s  property fran the Tax 

Asseasor of Stanislaus County, the county where the church haad- 

quarterr has been located since i t s  inception. She tes t i f ied  her 

husband had a knowledgo of the Bible and she asslated hlm ln church 

ranricer, services vhlch Include membership participatfon, malogma 

t o  caagregationdllst type of service. She identlfied plaidifl's 

Exhibit no. 5 as a copy of the church nawaprper and described i t8 

contantr. A picture which appeared therain bore the folhtlag cap- 

tion: "Advocatee o f  the Good Ufe: Our go81 -- a fullor U f e  tor 

evargoaa. Our objective -- eternal progression. Our 81og.n -- 
t o  Uvs snd help Uw. We uant t o  be comp.tent, t o  be profleieat, 

t o  be cooperative, t o  love our f r U w  man, t o  apprrclata, t o  be ml., 

t o  ,be honest, t o  be moral, t o  Uve poritively, uJd t o  be what we 

profess." She went on t o  describe another picture snd caption from the 

ww8pper rs follows : "WeU, that i a  p i c t w  of the head. of m8t 

racer of people, and says Universal understanding .ad brotherhood vill 

bring pa.ce." (Uda Hensley deposition, pigee 50-51.) She af'finmd 

that the mbOM dascription typified and exemplified the philosophy 

of the pla int i f f .  

22, Ws. H e ~ Z s y  hu'ther indicated that  the church aawppar, 

carried m church directory and a ninfrterr directory aa well. 68 u f i c l a s  

from p o p l a  of .alaort; all religious f a i t h ,  " - ame or b r a  propla that 

are striving for a better m y  spiritually,  phyuic.14 and mutaw 

a bet ter  way of l i f e .  Not Just for t!nnmelvar, but for wery huaur being. a 

(Lid8 Hemley deposition, page 52, lines 13-26, and ~ d u ~  53, line I.) 
\ 

Ikporitlon of Susetta I;ykim 

23. Swet ta  -ins tes t i f ied tha t  qhe i n  a marher of the 

B a r d  of Director8 of plaint i f f .  She h8a attended chrrrch. services 

regularly and c o ~ i d e r s  p l a in t i i i  t o  be her  regular chmch. Stm 

indicrted she had 8lno attended annul conventions of the chmch 

for a period beginning more than five pars ago. (surrettr 4 k h ~  

dsposltioa, page 8. ) 



Deposition of Audie Gardner 

24. M. Audio Cardner, a resideat of Modesto, Cdlfornla,  

t es t i f ied  he had gone t o  p ls in t i f f  church ever since 1962 a d  had 

attended both church meetings and meetings as a member of p h i n t i f f * ~  

Board of D i t t c t 0 ~ ~  for seven years. (~ardsmr deposition, p.gs 5.) 

Ha t ea t i f led  tha t  8ometFmea church attendance wns lov a d  sumtima6 

he had seen 100 people i n  attendance. m. Gardner furthnr mmed 

thst his wife had started going t o  p la in t i f f ' s  rervicet be?- he 

did and had encouraged his participation. &. Gsrdner t e s t 1  fled tbat 

nlJ, Mjor  decisions which affected the church Mre dow with the 

Bard  of Directorst approval. ( ~ u d n e r  deporition, prsa 12.) 

Deposition of Alexander D i a a  D c B e t t e n c o ~  

25. bt. DeBettencourt t e s t i f i ed  he was  an 0r-d 

minister of the Universal Llfe Church end a former member of Its 

Board of Directors, having served in the k t e r  capacity frad kby 4, 

1969, t o  November 14,  1970. (De~ettencourt depaaition, page 6, 

Unea 1-2.) He t e s t i f l ed  tha t  t o  the beat of h i s  knowledge dl the 

act ivi t ies  of pla in t i f f  have been e x c l ~ i v e l y  religiour in mture  M 

long aa he waa on the Bard.  (DeEcttencourt deposition, psga 10, 

l ines  2426, and page U, Unea 1-3.) He t e s t i f i ed  tha t  he had 

attended Mvinity School and had preached for  the mthodir t  Chvch 

for aix yeus,  but had, in  esaence, converted t o  the fmiveraal Zita 

Church. (DeBet tencm deposition, page U.) 

26. Documentary evidenca submitted shows t b a t  p b l u t i f t  wan 

Incorporated in the State of California on my 2, 1962. -bit A 

f i led  with the cwplaiut is a file-endorsed copy of plaintiff's Articlem, 

of Incorporation ss amended. Said Articles show tha t  p u f f ?  I 6  

organized pursuant t o  California l.w as a non-profit corporation 

vith its p r o p r t y  irrevocably dedicated to religious p ~ q ~ o s e s  end w 

part of its net  income ar assets s h a l l  ever inure t o  the barnfit of 

any director,  officer or member thereof or  t o  the benefit  of any 

private perrona. 

27. California Education Code defines "degrta" in 

Section 29001 a8 any "academic degree" or "honorary degree* . . . 
which sign1 fies, purports or  i e  generally t&;n t o  signifY rat lafactory 



c o q l t i o n  of the requiramenta of an academic, educational, or pro- 

fearional program of study beyond the recondary school Level or  la 

recognized honorary t i t l e  conferred for 8- maritorlous recogni- 

t ion. 

28. CaUfornia Education Coda Section 2 ~ 0 0 7  proscriber 

the irauanca of any academic or honorsry " d e g ~ e "  ur '%itlam , . . 
which eignifiar, purport# or i s  ger~erally taken t o  a igdf 'y  ratia- 

factory completion of the requirements of an academic or prateraional 

. .prwm of .  atudy begond the.. secondary achool level unleaa rpscfiied 

accraditation or financial atandarcla are mat. 

29. Callfornia Edueatlon Code Bection 29020 excluder tha 

pruvisiuna a f  Sactiond 2$3003 t o  29010 iaclurrin, o f  t b .  Education 

Code, f r o m  appwng t o  any dip- or course of instruction given 

by a boaa flde church or r a l i ~ i o u a  danoehmtion i f  such courro is 

United t o  fnstructfoar in the pr inc ipba  of that church & 

denanbat ion. 

30. plaintiff'n i n i t i a l  claim for refund on April 17, 1970, 

WM . for $10,377.20, being the -unt levied against pfralntitil  a bank 

rccowt by thr Iatrrml Revenue Serrics on Wrch 19, 1970. tubra- 

qumntly, the Pis tr ic t  Director of tho Internal Revenue Sexvice, on 

Februsry 9,  1971, mailed t o  plaintiff  a notice o f  deficiency total l ing 

$ U , 0 9 9 . ~ ,  including the mount alteady collected v k  levy upan 

pkint i f t .  IMfsndant coutercldmsd for  said rum herain on Jul# 9 ,  

1Pn- 

Stipulation of Facts 

31, iiuring the t.x year in questian, La atcord vtth p u t  

practicer plaint i f f  diapanred Honorary Doctor of 01vinity cart i f ic8ter  

upon mail order requeat . Included w8a a twelve, later r ten, basoa 

packet which vu mailed out for a auggeated frea wlll offerin6 of 

$20.00. Tbore who could not afford $20.00 n m  provided with the 

laaaona and cert i i icater  f ree.  A f&ur was d;sseminated indicating 

p la in t i f f  had set .up t h i s  twelve leason plan. 

"Ir you receive there t ~ l v e  lessom, one a week for 
~ M ~ V O  ~ d h ,  at the ~ ! l d  of ~ W B ~ Y O  W C ~  YOU YIU 
receive f'rom the church an h o n o r w  doctor pf divinity 
degree. ' 



In actual practice, the leasona and the Honorary Doctor of . Diviaitp 

cert i f icate  were dispensed simultaaeotmly. 

32. Plaint i f f  has s tated these leraon plaas eua A basic, 

slmple courae of instruction In t h e  principles of the church. No prior 

'knovledge of the background of recipients  was required. Iaauaace of 

the Honorary Doctor of Mvini ty ce r t i f i ca t e  was baaed upon a goad 

faith completion of the leeson plans. rOo t es t ing  or otber r a r i i i c r t l o n  

W M  requirsd. 

33. Plaintiff ordainad anyone fo r  l i f e  g ra t i s  (upon 

requsat). Free KLU offerings were given but were never required 

88 & condition of the issuance of ministers* credent iab.  

3 4 .  Request for mlniaters ' credentials were largely 

mil arder requests. l4nis tcrs '  credentials ware distributed by 

mil, at '  collsgs r a l l i ea ,  and a t  other public meatingr .. For axampls, 

at .om ?.I& 3,000 orere distributed. 

35. Church charters were granted upan mquest, largely 

by &l. 

CONCWSIONS W LAW 

From its Findings of Fact, t be  Court cuncludea, u r  attar 

of law, that the p la in t i f f  should prevail. CertaMy, o m  saak%mg 

a tax exemption has- the burden of establiehing h is  r i gh t  t o  a tax- 

' exempt rrtatua, An organization qua l i f ie r  for an exemption under 

26 U.8.C. 8ec. 9 1 ( ~ ) ( 3 )  only i f  it is "organized and -tad arch- . 
rivsly for religious . . . purposes. * * * " In t h e  defendant's 

MemorMdum 5.n Support of i t a  Requested Inatruct ions, f i led Feb.lruup 28, 

193, "the Government adm5ta that t he  p l a U i i Y  passer the 'orgmiza- 

fionfhl' taat." The abcwe Men?orandum and t h e  Stipulation of Facts 

i i b d  September 18, 1973, further rema1 that the dafendatrtwr 

Oppaaitioa t o  plailrt iff  * 8 claim consiota of two conclusions : 

(1) h a t  the issuance of HOnOf Doctor pi Divinity 

cer t i f ica tes  by p l a in t i f f  is i n  oppor it ion t o  public 

' policy 8s expressed i n  the California Education Code; Md 

(2) That the ordination of ministera, 'ebe granting o f  



church charters, and the i3auanee af Honorary Doctar of 

Divinity ceIctlfIcat08 by p l a h t l f f  are subs tan t ia l  

ac t iv i t i e s  vhlch do a d  -her any rel igious purpose. 

The Court  does not accept these concluions.  CaUfarnia 

Education Code Section 29C07 apecif1caU.y proscribes the  issuance 

of e i ther  "academic" or  "honorsryR degrees sad t i t l e s  which rignkfy, 

purport or  are  gen0rall.j taken t o  signi.Ly s a t l z f a c t o r ~  completion of 

tha requirements of an academic, educatforral, or  p r o f e a s i d  program 

1oi.atudp "beyond the-secondary achoal l eve l  without propsr acerodi tat lan 

or f f a a t ~ c i a l  requirements. The a t a tu t e  is  s i l e n t  as t o  recognized 

boaorary t i t l e s  confened fo r  some msritorlous recognition. 

mrt opinion evidence aa tab l i rhsd  that an Xorrcrruy 

Doctur of DirrLnity is  a strictly r e U g i o u  titb with no ocada~dc 

rtanding. Such t i t l e s  may be issued by bona f lde  churchem 8ad 

reU&iow denominatioaa, such as p l a i n t i f f ,  no long M t h e h  lsruaaca 

i s  l imited t o  a course of inntruct loa in the principles of the church 

or religious dsaodnation. 

The Court's concluaion t h a t  the  issuance of Honormy Doctor 

of Divinity ce r t i f i ca t e s  is not v io la t ive  of the CaUfurnia Educmtian 

Code aad t b r e f o r e  public pol icy i a  mupportsd by a reading of 

Section 29GC0, California Education Code : 

'*The prwia ioas  of Sections 29003 to 29010, b c b i m ,  
do not apply t o  any diploma or course of instruct ion 
given by a bona f i d e  church o r  religiour danominatioa 
if auch course i s  l lmlted t o  instruction i n  the ,pr ln-  
c iplra  of t h a t  church or denomination . . . ." 

The Court mwt than addresa i t r e l i  t o  the defendmt's 

aecoad concluaion: that the ordinat ion of miniatera, the l g u r t i n g  

Of church charters,  and the  1asLanca of Honor- Doctor of Divinity 

ce r t i f i ca t e s  by p la in t i f f  are subs t an t i a l  activities which do nd 

i n u t h e r  aay rel igious purpore. ce r t a in ly  the ordination o f  

ministers and the charter ing of churches are accepted 8 c t i v i t l a r  

of religioua organizations. ~ h s  defendant impliedly admit8 the 

sbmn'oa p&a 5 o t  i t 6  Irlamraadum i n  Support of i t s  Requtated 

Indtructiorrs. The f ac t  t h a t  the p l a i n t i f f  dlr t r ibutad ministers' 



c redan t i ab  and Honorary Doctor of D i v h t i t y  cert i f icates  ir  of no 

momsnt. Buch act iv i ty  may be analogized to maaa comtersiom et 

a typical  revival  or religious crusade. Aeithar t h i s  Court, nor 

any braach of th i s  CoMmmsnt, will consider the amrita or  

f a l l r c i r s  of a rel igion.  Nor w i l l  the  Court compare tho bsUefs, 

dogmad, and pxacticea of a newly OTg~iZed rel igion with thors  

or an oLder, mare established re l ig ion.  Nor wlU the Court praiaa 

or condsm a religion,  hwever axcellsnt ar fanatical ca prepoatsreua 

It m y  deem. Were the Court t o  do so, it would Fmpingu upoa tha 

guusrrtr.a of the F i r s t  Amemkeat, 

I .  rhcn-t, the  Court nrsraly find8 tha t  the p M i f f g s  

ordbtioa of miaisters, its p a n t l a g  of church charters, aud it8 

i s a w n  of Hoaorsry Dbctor of Divlnity cer t i f i ca ta r  ua xmt rub- 

8 t m t i . l  activit ims vhich do not further ury religious -6.. 

Furthemrote, the facta outl ined supra revea l  that t h e  pla ln t i l i  

requsrted, but d i d  not requkm, free vfU. o?ferbgs in pertcnnunce 

of there a c t i v i t i e s ,  

IT 13 THEREFORE m x m D  t h a t  the p b i n t i f f ' b .  M d  i. 

en t i t l ed  t o  a Pedaral hx examption md t o  rotund of a l l  l a a f e r  

b ~ i m d  .gabat  by the defendant with l a t e r s r t  tha ram fxas the date 

of l e v ,  w c h  19, 1970. 

IT IS WRTHBl ORDERED t h a t  defendant' 6 couatercla28 be and 

1 6  di~mlasad and t h e  p l a i n t i f f  i s  entitled t o  recover t h e  maaonable 

cortr of tha n u i t  hamin. 

IT I3 ALSO ORBEXED that the  p t i a t i f f  suhnit an appropriate 

~ ~ n t  in accordance herewith, 

IMm and a t a d  this 27th day of February, 1974. 




