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  Introduction

  
  




The Book of Mormon is a moral compass for evaluating good government structure, principles, and law.   By applying the principles of faith, hope and charity to government it becomes clear what the ideal functioning state of government could be for the benefit and welfare of the people government serves.   Good government benefits the people it serves and it is not oppressive.   When governments become big business than morality is replace with expediency and the interest of the people are not necessarily serviced.   When governments believe they solve all the problems of society, they then ignore the power and importance of communities and states to solve problems like poverty, border management, commerce, and crime.  We are much more than cogs in a large machine.  We are human beings capable of faith, hope, and charity to other human beings.   It becomes our sacred responsibility to hold government accountable for the preservation of life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.




The principles outlined from the Book of Mormon—faith, hope, and charity—serve as a strong foundation for evaluating the effectiveness of government structures. They emphasize the idea that a government should prioritize the well-being of its citizens rather than merely functioning as an extension of big business or a bureaucratic entity.




I see the importance of community and individual responsibility in creating a more just society. I believe holding government accountable resonates with my understanding of ethical principles and the need for compassion in governance. It reinforces the idea that people should work together to address societal issues, rather than relying solely on government intervention.




I can appreciate the complexities of human experiences and the moral imperatives that guide people and government actions. 
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  Government Shall Not Establish A Religion

  
  




States never delegate the power to determine the separation of church and state to the federal government.  Abington vs Schempp is bad law because this was not decided by states.




The authority to determine how church and state are separated should be held by individual states rather than the federal government.  The reasoning behind this stems from the belief in states’ rights, suggesting that each state should have the autonomy to establish its own laws regarding religious practices in public institutions, such as schools.




Abington v. Schempp was a landmark Supreme Court case that ruled against mandatory Bible readings in public schools, establishing a precedent for the separation of church and state at the federal level. 




The Supreme Court overstepped its bounds by making a decision that should have been left to individual states.  This was an infringement on the rights of states to decide how to handle religious activities in their schools.




The establishment clause limits government in the realm of religion.




Assuming that courts have strictly interpreted the Constitution to mean that no religious ideas or documents can be present on state property, several points of error emerge.  One major concern is the perception that the courts may be overstepping their authority by imposing their interpretation on states, undermining states’ rights to govern themselves and reflect the values of their constituents.  This judicial overreach raises questions about the balance of power between state and federal authority, as it may not allow local communities to express their beliefs and traditions.




Additionally, a strict interpretation often lacks historical context.  The establishment clause was originally intended to prevent the federal government from establishing a national religion, and many scholars argue that the founding fathers did not intend to eliminate all religious expression from public life.  By ignoring this nuance, courts may impose a secular worldview that marginalizes religious beliefs, effectively discriminating against individuals and groups wishing to express their faith in public settings.




This strict separation could also create a chilling effect on free expression, where individuals may hesitate to share their religious beliefs for fear of legal repercussions, thereby suppressing the very freedoms that the First Amendment seeks to protect.  Moreover, a blanket prohibition against religious symbols on state property may not reflect the cultural and community values of specific areas, as different communities often hold diverse beliefs.




Furthermore, the inconsistent application of this strict interpretation across various states could lead to confusion and legal uncertainty, undermining the rule of law.  The establishment clause itself was designed to prevent the government from favoring one religion over another.  Allowing for the presence of religious symbols does not equate to establishing a religion; instead, it acknowledges the historical and cultural significance of those symbols in society.




The Establishment Clause of the First Amendment establishes a fundamental principle in American constitutional law that prohibits the government from advancing or inhibiting religion.  This clause serves as a critical boundary, ensuring that the state remains neutral in matters of faith and does not favor one religion over another or religion over non-religion.  Essentially, any legislative enactment that promotes or disparages a particular religion or religious practice goes beyond the permissible scope of legislative power as defined by the Constitution.




When assessing the bounds of the Establishment Clause, it is important to understand that it aims to maintain a separation between church and state.  This means that the government should not be involved in endorsing, funding, or otherwise supporting religious activities.  For example, if a law were to allocate public funds to religious schools or allow religious symbols to be prominently displayed on government property, such actions could be seen as advancing a specific religion, thus exceeding the legislative powers granted by the Constitution.




Conversely, the clause also prohibits the government from inhibiting religious practices.  This means that legislation should not impose restrictions that hinder individuals’ rights to practice their faith freely.  For instance, if a law were to ban religious gatherings or limit the ability of religious organizations to operate, it would infringe upon the freedoms protected under the Establishment Clause.




Bible reading does not promote a religion.  Bible reading promotes intellectual and abstract discussion and thought.  The Bible reading does not establish a religion.




The assertion that Bible reading does not promote a religion suggests a distinction between the act of reading the Bible and the act of practicing a religion.  This implies that engaging with the text of the Bible can be viewed as a literary or philosophical exercise rather than a religious one.  It positions Bible reading as a source of knowledge, ethical reflection, or moral inquiry that can contribute to broader intellectual discourse.  This perspective argues that the Bible, as a historical and literary text, can foster critical thinking and abstract reasoning without necessarily endorsing or establishing the religious practices associated with it.




The claim that Bible reading promotes intellectual and abstract discussion implies that the content of the Bible can stimulate dialogue on various topics such as morality, ethics, justice, and the human condition.  This view suggests that the Bible serves as a catalyst for exploring complex ideas that extend beyond religious doctrine, potentially enriching the understanding of various philosophical and ethical frameworks.




The assertion that Bible reading does not establish a religion challenges the notion that exposure to religious texts inherently leads to religious indoctrination.  It posits that reading the Bible can be a neutral act, one that does not compel individuals to adopt specific beliefs or practices.  Individuals can engage with religious texts in the same manner as a secular context, allowing for diverse interpretations and discussions that do not necessarily align with any particular faith tradition.




Doremus v. Board of Education failed to show any injury by reading the Bible.  Therefore, the case should be reversed.  Academic thought consistently reads and analyzes dangerous thought like socialism, yet they are unwilling to read sections from the Bible or the Book of Mormon.  The courts argued secularism not religiosity as the main defense.




Both the Bible and history books serve as sources of knowledge and reflection offering insights into human experiences, ethical dilemmas, and societal values.  The Bible contains narratives, parables, and philosophies that encourage critical thinking and moral contemplation, similar to the way history books present events, figures, and ideologies for analysis.




Both texts often engage with complex themes such as morality, justice, and the human condition.  For instance, a history book may explore the consequences of war, the struggles for civil rights, or the rise and fall of empires, prompting readers to reflect on human behavior and societal structures.  Similarly, the Bible addresses moral questions, the nature of good and evil, and the consequences of individual choices, inviting readers to engage in deep philosophical discussions.




Reading either the Bible or a history book requires discernment and critical thinking.  Readers must analyze the context, consider different perspectives, and draw their own conclusions.  This intellectual engagement is fundamental to both types of texts and fosters the development of analytical skills that are vital for navigating complex ideas in any field of study.




Both texts can be interpreted in various ways, allowing for a range of meanings and applications.  Just as a history book might be analyzed through different theoretical lenses—such as feminism, Marxism, or post-colonialism—the Bible can also be approached from various scholarly perspectives, including literary analysis, historical context, or ethical inquiry.  This plurality of interpretations reinforces the idea that both texts contribute to intellectual discourse rather than impose a singular viewpoint.




Everson vs the Board of Education created the religion established under the 14th amendment creating law that did not exist.  Congress created new laws beyond the bonds of the Constitution.




The ruling in Everson established a precedent for interpreting the Establishment Clause of the First Amendment in a way that emphasized a strict separation between religion and government.  This interpretation led to an increase in legal challenges and tort suits against public entities that were perceived to violate this separation.  As a result, individuals and organizations began to file lawsuits claiming that government actions or policies were infringing upon their rights to religious freedom or promoting a specific religion.  This litigious environment could be seen as problematic because it may lead to an overreach of legal action regarding matters that some individuals believe should be settled through public discourse or community engagement rather than through the courts.




The emergence of organizations like the ACLU was directly tied to the Everson ruling and subsequent legal interpretations of the separation of church and state.  The ACLU and similar groups were founded to protect civil liberties including the rights related to free speech and religion.  In the wake of Everson, the ACLU became increasingly active in litigating cases that challenged perceived violations of the Establishment Clause.  While the protection of civil liberties is crucial, some critics argue that this has led to an environment where religious expressions in public life are overly scrutinized and restricted.  This can create tension between the rights of individuals to express their religious beliefs and the desire to maintain a secular public sphere.




Faith, hope, and charity can play a vital role in addressing the complex issues surrounding the separation of church and state and civil rights violations.  By fostering understanding and compassion among individuals and communities, these virtues can help bridge divides and create a more inclusive environment where diverse beliefs are respected.




Faith serves as a foundation for individuals to connect with one another on a deeper level.  When people have faith in the values of tolerance and respect, they are more likely to engage in constructive dialogue about their differences than violence.  This can lead to a greater understanding of varying perspectives on religious practices and the role of faith in public life.  By promoting a culture of faith in mutual respect, individuals can work together to find solutions that honor both secular governance and religious expression.




Hope encourages communities to envision a society where diverse beliefs coexist harmoniously.  This outlook empowers individuals to advocate for their rights while also considering the rights of others.  When communities foster hope they are more inclined to collaborate in creating policies and practices that reflect the values of all residents.  This collective vision can inspire positive change and lead to a more equitable approach to the separation of church and state.




Charity emphasizes the importance of compassion and kindness in addressing social issues.  By practicing charity, individuals can support those who may feel marginalized or oppressed due to their religious beliefs.  This spirit of generosity can encourage open-mindedness and dialogue allowing different faiths to coexist without infringing on the rights of others.  Additionally charity can promote initiatives that educate the public about the significance of diverse religious perspectives and the importance of maintaining a balance between secular governance and individual rights.




The assertion that states never delegated the power to determine the separation of church and state to the federal government is rooted in the belief that state authority should govern religious practices within their jurisdictions.  This perspective advocates for states’ rights to establish their own laws and policies regarding religious activities in public institutions.  By allowing states to exercise this authority, communities can tailor their regulations to reflect local values and beliefs while still upholding the fundamental principles of religious freedom.




The argument against Abington v. Schempp as bad law stems from the belief that it infringed upon states’ rights to determine their own approach to religion in education.  Critics contend that the Supreme Court overstepped its bounds by imposing a federal standard for the separation of church and state which should have been left to individual states. 
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  Separation of Church and State

  
  




The Founding Fathers sought to create a separation of church and state primarily to ensure religious freedom and prevent any one religion from dominating the political landscape.  They were influenced by their experiences in England, where the Church of England held significant power and often persecuted those who practiced different faiths.


Many of the Founding Fathers, including Thomas Jefferson and James Madison, believed that a government should not endorse or support any particular religion.  They argued that this separation was essential to protect individual liberties, allowing people to practice their faith freely without government interference.


The First Amendment of the U.S. Constitution encapsulates this principle, stating that “Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof.”  This was designed to ensure that the government remains neutral in matters of religion, fostering an environment of pluralism and tolerance.


By establishing a clear divide between church and state, the Founding Fathers aimed to create a society where people of all faiths could coexist peacefully and where governance would be based on reason and justice rather than religious doctrine.  This foundational principle has played a crucial role in shaping the American identity and protecting the rights of individuals to believe as they choose.


Alma served as both the high priest of the Church and a political leader among the Nephites.  His approach to governance emphasized the need for a system where spiritual and temporal powers were distinct, even though he held both roles.


Alma recognized that the church should not wield political power over the people, and he sought to create a government that allowed for religious freedom.  He established a system of judges to govern the people, which was separate from the church leadership.  This enabled individuals to have a voice in their governance without the church dictating laws or policies.


One key aspect was Alma’s insistence on righteousness and morality as guiding principles for both personal and political conduct.  He taught that leaders should be chosen based on their virtue and ability to govern justly, rather than their religious affiliation.  This helped maintain a balance where the church could guide the moral compass of the society without imposing its authority on the state apparatus.


During Nephi’s time in the Book of Mormon, particularly towards the end of the book, there was significant tension between the leaders of the government and the spiritual practices of individuals like Nephi.  The leaders often sought to consolidate their power and influence over the people, which sometimes included suppressing religious expressions such as prayer.


Nephi’s dedication to prayer and his willingness to speak openly about his beliefs often put him at odds with the established authorities.  This reflects a common theme throughout the Book of Mormon, where the righteous individuals frequently face opposition from those in power who may not share their values or beliefs.


The resistance to Nephi’s prayers can be seen as a manifestation of the struggle between spiritual conviction and political authority.  Nephi, like many prophets in the Book of Mormon, exemplified the principle of standing firm in one’s faith despite opposition.  His actions highlighted the importance of individual agency in exercising religious freedom, even in the face of governmental pressures.


This dynamic illustrates a key tension in the narrative:  the relationship between the state and individual belief systems.  Nephi’s commitment to prayer and communication with God serves as a powerful contrast to the desires of the government leaders who sought to control and limit religious expression.


The Jaredites in the Book of Mormon had a unique approach to governance and spirituality that allowed for a form of separation between church and state.  In their society, leadership was often based on family lineage, and the king held significant power, but they also recognized the importance of spiritual guidance.


One key figure in establishing this separation was the prophet Ether who was a contemporary of King Coriantumr.  Ether’s role as a prophet allowed him to provide counsel and warnings to the king.  This relationship illustrates a form of check and balance where the spiritual authority of the prophet could influence the actions of the political leader without the church directly controlling the government.


The Jaredite kings were expected to adhere to moral standards and seek counsel from prophets, exemplifying a leadership style that prioritized spiritual integrity.  When kings were righteous, they led their people in accordance with divine commandments, promoting peace and prosperity.


In contrast, a secular republic like the United States operates under a Constitution that establishes a system of governance based on democratic principles and the rule of law.  The U.S. Constitution separates church and state, ensuring that no religion can dominate political affairs or influence legislation.  This separation allows for a diverse society where individuals can practice their faith freely without governmental interference.


In the Jaredite system, authority was centralized in the king, who was seen as both a political and spiritual leader.  In a secular republic, authority is distributed among elected officials and institutions, with checks and balances to prevent the concentration of power in any single entity.


Jaredites derived their legitimacy from divine approval and the expectation of righteousness.  In the U.S., legitimacy is founded on the consent of the governed, with laws created through democratic processes that reflect the will of the people.


The Jaredites were expected to uphold a moral framework defined by spiritual teachings, whereas a secular republic operates on principles of justice, equality, and individual rights, allowing for a pluralistic society with diverse beliefs.


Religion played a significant role in the governance of the Jaredites, influencing laws and societal norms.  In the U.S., the separation of church and state means that religious beliefs do not dictate government policies, allowing people of various faiths and beliefs to coexist.


While both systems aim for societal order and the well-being of their citizens, the methods, principles, and structures they employ are fundamentally different.  The Jaredite model emphasized a theocratic approach, while the U.S. system prioritizes democratic governance and individual freedoms. 


Christ will govern the world from a theocracy infused with faith, hope, and charity.  Christ’s government will be different from the Jaredite model and modern secular republics like the United States.  Christ will serve as the ultimate authority, embodying perfect righteousness and wisdom.  His leadership will emphasize moral integrity and ethical governance, ensuring that all decisions reflect divine principles of love and justice.  Governance under Christ will prioritize faith as a guiding principle, encouraging citizens to develop personal relationships with God and fostering a society where moral decisions are made based on spiritual conviction rather than political expediency.


This governance structure will instill hope in individuals, emphasizing redemption and the possibility of transformation.  Policies will focus on uplifting the marginalized, healing societal divides, and promoting peace, creating a harmonious environment where everyone feels valued.  Charity will be a core value, urging individuals and leaders alike to act selflessly for the benefit of others.  This manifests as social programs aimed at alleviating poverty, supporting the needy, and ensuring that everyone has access to basic necessities, reflecting Christ’s teachings on serving others.


Christ’s governance will embrace diversity, recognizing the inherent worth of all individuals regardless of their backgrounds.  This includes respecting different faiths and encouraging coexistence, thus fostering a pluralistic society united by common values of love and compassion.  Leaders in this theocratic system will be held to high moral standards, reflecting the teachings of Christ in their
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