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Identity is a powerful force, shaping how we view ourselves and how others view us. Identity is also open to internal and
external interpretations...
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Because of its malleable quality, identity often plays a role in politics. Not surprisingly, identity has emerged
as a weapon in the most recent battle for gay rights. An issue welded to identity.
The trigger for the nastiness was the Legislature's passing and Gov. Chris Gregoire's signing of Senate Bill
5688, otherwise known as the "everything but marriage bill." The legislation rightly grants domestic partners
nearly all the rights and responsibilities enjoyed by married couples. Everything, that is, except a statesanctioned marriage, which is too bad. If the state is in the marriage business, it should not discriminate
against a class of people.
This fight is all about erasing or shoring up government's discrimination against gays and lesbians. The
campaign is becoming overheated because of the gains made on behalf of gay rights, especially during the
past year. States from Maine to Iowa have followed Massachusetts and instituted marriage equality.
No doubt the anti-same-sex-marriage camp feels the pressure that comes with change. Instead of
accepting the inevitable, this group is circulating Referendum 71, which, if they get 120,577 signatures by
July 25, will have voters decide the fate of the domestic-partnership bill on the November ballot.
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What a waste of time. The bill easily passed the House and Senate and is destined to happen anyway.
The anti campaign has clearly lost the identity battle. Every year, fewer and fewer Americans buy the tired
argument that marriage equality is something dirty or inferior. A disingenuous stunt that does not serve
Washington voters.
The defensive posture of the anti campaign leaves me wondering why gay-rights supporters have jumped
into the toxic mud of using identity as a weapon.
The equality movement was dealt a blow last month when California's Supreme Court upheld a ban on
same-sex marriage. That stinging rejection, coupled with the frustration of being so close to success in
Washington state, has probably played a role in the same-sex-marriage supporters' use of questionable
campaign tactics.
What I, and this page, take issue with is the Web site called whosigned.org. The site will list everyone who
signed Referendum 71. On the Web site it says this is being done so voters can make sure the public
record is correct.
We all know that is not the case. The real purpose of whosigned.org is intimidation. People who sign
petitions should understand that it is public record. But just because somebody signs a petition does not
mean they support the referendum. People sign referendums for all sorts of reasons. It is not hard to
believe that someone who supports marriage equality will sign it because they firmly believe the voters, not
the Legislature, should have the final say.
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Both sides look bad in this tussle and are doing little to foster a collective identity that is growing more
accepting. Equal rights for gays and lesbians is about much more than individual identity. We are fractured
as a whole when discrimination is institutionalized.
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Publicizing petition signers will bring nothing but trouble
Gay-rights debate

YAKIMA HERALD-REPUBLIC

The following editorial appears in the June 9, 2009,
Yakima Herald-Republic.

This summer will find workers for Referendum 71 setting
up tables outside grocery stores and malls in the hopes
of collecting enough signatures for a public vote to
overturn expanded domestic partnerships for same-sex
couples.
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The gay-rights supporters argue they are doing so in an
effort to engage these petition signatories in a friendly
debate, not harassment.
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While we hope that becomes the case, we doubt it will.
We see this only as a means of coarsening the debate.
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What will also be evident later this summer is a move by
gay-rights supporters to publish online the names of
people who sign the Referendum 71 petitions. While the
signatures of those who sign petitions for statewide
measures have always been publicly available, the state
has never published them.

But confronting those on an individual basis who willingly
sign a petition has all the makings for bitter confrontation.
We don't find that edifying at all.
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The petition drive follows passage by lawmakers earlier
this year of an "everything but marriage" measure that
added domestic partners to all remaining areas of state
law where only married couples are mentioned. The
extended benefits include sick leave to care for a partner,
group insurance policies and adoption and child custody
rights.
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Federal court permanently prohibits members of Bash Back! from invading U.S. churches
7/12/2011

EAST LANSING, Mich. — An anarchist group and its members may no longer invade churches anywhere in the country unless they want to be
held in contempt of court and fined $10,000, according to orders issued by a federal judge Monday. The orders came in a lawsuit filed by the
Alliance Defense Fund on behalf of a Michigan church after members of the group Bash Back! invaded one of the church’s worship services in
2008.
Several individuals who participated in the invasion agreed to the permanent injunction in the case, Mount Hope Church v. Bash Back!, but the
U.S. District Court for the Western District of Michigan had to issue a separate default judgment against Bash Back! and Bash Back! Lansing after
the two groups failed to respond to the lawsuit or to communications from the court. Bash Back! openly advocates the use of riots and crime to
further its views in favor of homosexual behavior.
“The use of violence, threats, and other criminal behavior to advance a political agenda should never be acceptable in America,” said ADF Legal
Counsel Dale Schowengerdt. “ADF filed suit on behalf of Mount Hope to stop Bash Back! from invading churches, disrupting worship, and
terrifying adults and children who attend religious services. The court’s orders accomplished that and send a message to any other groups
contemplating such tactics that they will not succeed.”
The Lansing chapter of the group targeted Mount Hope because of the church’s well-known Christian views on marriage and homosexual
behavior. Through a page of the Bash Back! website, the group covertly recruited people for its plans to invade the church’s most heavilyattended worship service, seeking some participants who would be willing to maintain “a more ‘militant’-looking presence out side [sic] of the
building.”
“I can tell you that we are targeting a well-known anti-queer, anti-choice radical right wing establishment,” the page said. “However, we cant [sic]
give you really any detailed information due to the cop who’s ridiculous job it is to do surveillance over this blog.... ‘ONLY ONE
DIRECTION! TRANS AND QUEER INSURRECTION!’ - Bash Back! Lansing”
On Nov. 9, 2008, members of the group dressed in militant garb staged a protest outside the church to distract security personnel, blocking access
to the building and parking lot at various times. Other members of the group dressed in plain clothes then deceptively entered the building. At a
coordinated time, they sprang up shouting religious slurs, unfurling a sign, and throwing fliers around the sanctuary while two women began kissing
near the podium. The group pulled fire alarms as they ran out of the building. After the incident, the group bragged about its activities on its
website.
Federal law imposes penalties upon anyone who “by force or threat of force or by physical obstruction, intentionally injures, intimidates or
interferes with or attempts to injure, intimidate or interfere with any person lawfully exercising or seeking to exercise the First Amendment right of
religious freedom at a place of religious worship.”
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ADF is a legal alliance of Christian attorneys and like-minded organizations defending the right of people to freely live out their
faith. Launched in 1994, ADF employs a unique combination of strategy, training, funding, and litigation to protect and preserve religious
liberty, the sanctity of life, marriage, and the family.
www.adfmedia.org | twitter.com/adfmedia
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AllianceDefense: BREAKING: Anarchists that invaded Mich. church lose to the rule of law.... fb.me/BkonZUbm
7/12/2011 @AllianceDefense
AllianceDefense: Ohio man’s speech set free on Independence Day. http://www.alliancedefensefund.org/News/PRDetail/4973 ADF letter...
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Revoke LDS tax status
How to File a Complaint Asking the IRS to Revoke the LDS Church's TaxExempt Status
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[edit]

By making the passage of California's Proposition 8 a substantial part of its activities this year, the Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter-day Saints has violated nonprofit law. Because it has broken the law, it should be stripped of its 501(c)(3) nonprofit tax-exempt status. This law will not be enforced unless complaints are filed against the LDS Church for its illegal
activities.
Please consider filing a request with the IRS to take away the LDS Church's tax-exempt status. Here's what you need to
do:
1. Download a blank IRS complaint form and fill it out. This form can be downloaded from here .
2. You will need to include documentation to show that the LDS Church has made lobbying for Proposition 8 a
substantial part of its activities. Here are the documents you will need:
1. A copy of the letter from the LDS Church Presidency to LDS Bishops, which was read aloud in all California
State LDS Churches. It instructs members to "do all you can to support [Proposition 8] by donating of your
means and time." Download and print the letter from here .
2. A transcript of the confidential LDS Church satellite broadcast, which instructed members that they must
support Proposition 8, set out a detailed "three-phase" Proposition 8 campaign plan, and which reiterated
several lies about what would happen if Proposition 8 was not passed. Download and print the transcript
here .
3. A copy campaign planning document distributed by the church to LDS Church leaders. Download and print
the document here . Please also print out a copy of this WikiLeaks page , which explains the
significance and veracity of the document.
4. A copy of this Daily Kos posting which includes scanned images that prove the LDS Church has been
planning for the Proposition 8 campaign since at least 1997. Download and print the document here .
5. Refer the IRS to this page , located on LDS.org, which includes links to various Proposition 8 campaign
information, including a Proposition 8 propaganda video. This page was accessible starting 16 October
2008, and at least as late as 7 November 2008.
6. Include a copy of the ABC News Story about how the LDS Church threatened to excommunicate a member
for speaking out against Proposition 8. A PDF copy of this story can be downloaded here .
7. A copy of the Salt Lake Tribune news story which states that the LDS Church donated $2,078.97 of church
funds to the Proposition 8 campaign. Download ind print a PDF copy of this story here .
3. Once you have filled out the IRS complaint form and prepared your supporting documentation, transmit your
complaint and supporting documents to the IRS in one of the following ways:

partner sites
BSAlert
FFRF.org
Rational Responders

indexes

1. Email: Prepare your documents as PDF's or web links, and send your complaint form with supporting
documentation to [eoclass@irs.gov]. If sending your complaint as an email, you can simply copy and paste
section 2 of these instructions into an email and attach your complaint form as PDF.
2. Fax your documents to (214) 413-5415.

People

3. Mail your documents to:

Videos
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search
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Mail Code 4910DAL
1100 Commerce Street
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Go
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4. Once you have submitted your complaint, please consider signing these petitions to remove the LDS Church's
501(c)(3) tax-exempt status:
1. Mormons Stole Our Rights: No Tax Exemption for Political Churches
2. Review the 501(c)(3) status of The Church of Latter-day Saints (The Mormons)
Categories: Activism | Legal arguments | Theological arguments
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In lobbying hard and spending millions of dollars to defeat gay marriage in California, the
Church of Latter Day Saints has gone too far.
SEE MORE BY
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If you're as disgusted as I am that Prop 8 passed, click on the link and follow the steps
necessary to remind the Mormon Church that this country was founded on the principle of
separation of Church and State. You dont have to live in CA to do this, and if you dont live in
CA and have only a peripheral knowledge of what's been going on, the Mormon Church spent
millions of dollars on the Yes on 8 campaign.
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Here's how to ask the IRS to revoke the Mormon Church's tax-exempt status.
All the forms and every thing you need.
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This issue transcends sexual preference. It is a human and civil rights issue. Please take the
time to make your voice heard!
ORIGINALLY POSTED TO SAMC1959 ON FRI NOV 07, 2008 AT 05:55 AM PST.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN
WESTERN DISTRICT
MOUNT HOPE CHURCH,
Plaintiff,
v.
BASH BACK!, et al.,
Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Case No. 1:09-CV-427
Hon. Robert Holmes Bell

CONSENT ORDER GRANTING PERMANENT INJUNCTION
This case arose out of the Defendants’ protest at and disruption of Plaintiff Mount Hope’s
church service on November 9, 2008. Mount Hope filed suit, alleging that the Defendants’
actions constituted acts of physical obstruction and intimidation in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 248,
and common law trespass. The Plaintiff and the individually named defendants (collectively,
“Individual Defendants”) have settled the Church’s claims and Defendants have consented to
entry of a permanent injunction.
Therefore, for good cause shown and by the consent of the parties, defendants Anton
Bollen; Wendie Renae Debnar; Spencer Dilday; Amy “Andy” Michelle Field; Nathan James
Keller; Melissa Kim; Samuel D. Kreuger; Ryan Levitt; Cailin Elizabeth Major; Devin Scott
Merget; Kelsey Myking; Allison “Ryan” Margaret Pennings; and Michele “Tyler” Nicole
Troutman are:
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1. permanently enjoined from entering any of Mount Hope Church and International
Outreach Ministry’s property without written consent from a member of Plaintiff’s
pastoral staff, and from harassing or intimidating any of Mount Hope’s church
members or staff;
2. permanently enjoined from disrupting a religious service anywhere in the United States
by shouting, yelling, throwing objects, unfurling a banner or displaying any other sign
not approved by the church, or by otherwise causing a disturbance. The Defendants
shall retain their right to engage in lawful First Amendment speech in a public forum;
3. permanently enjoined from conducting a protest on the private property of any place of
worship in the United States;
4. permanently enjoined from blocking, impeding, or making unreasonably difficult
ingress or egress to entrances and/or exits of any place of worship in the United States;
5. permanently enjoined from blocking, impeding, or making unreasonably difficult
ingress or egress onto property by vehicular or pedestrian traffic at any place of
worship in the United States; and
6. permanently enjoined from destroying property at any place of worship in the United
States.
It is further ordered that, by consent of the parties, Defendants Anton Bollen; Wendie
Renae Debnar; Spencer Dilday; Amy “Andy” Michelle Field; Melissa Kim; Samuel D. Kreuger;
Ryan Levitt; Cailin Elizabeth Major; Devin Scott Merget; Kelsey Myking; Allison “Ryan”
Margaret Pennings; and Michele “Tyler” Nicole Troutman shall pay Mount Hope total damages
of $2,500 within 90 days of the Court’s entry of this consent order. Defendant Nathan James Keller
shall pay Mount Hope damages of $250 within 90 days of the Court’s entry of this consent order.

Exhibit 4
Page 76

Case 1:09-cv-00427-RHB Doc #192 Filed 07/11/11 Page 3 of 3 Page ID#1046

Case 2:09-cv-00058-MCE -DAD Document 247-1

Filed 08/25/11 Page 15 of 35

Violations of this order may be enforced by appropriate motion. If any defendant named in this
order is found to have violated this Consent Order, he or she shall be subject to a fine of $10,000
and reasonable attorneys fees and costs associated with enforcement of this order.
This action is dismissed with prejudice against the individual defendants named in this
order.
July 11, 2011
Dated: ____________
___

/s/ Robert Holmes Bell
_________________________
ROBERT HOLMES BELL
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Exhibit 4
Page 77

Case 2:09-cv-00058-MCE -DAD Document 247-1

Filed 08/25/11 Page 16 of 35

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

Exhibit 4-17

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
Exhibit to Pls.’ M emo in Supp. of M ot.
for Summ. J.
Exhibit 4
Page 78

Case 2:09-cv-00058-MCE -DAD Document 247-1

Filed 08/25/11 Page 17 of 35

Exhibit 4
Page 79

Case 2:09-cv-00058-MCE -DAD Document 247-1

Filed 08/25/11 Page 18 of 35

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

Exhibit 4-18

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
Exhibit to Pls.’ M emo in Supp. of M ot.
for Summ. J.
Exhibit 4
Page 80

Some Gay-Rights Foes Claim They Now Are Bullied - FoxNews.com
Fox News

Fox Business
Small Business Center
Fox News Radio247-1
Fox News
Latino
Fox Nation
Case
2:09-cv-00058-MCE
-DAD Document
Filed
08/25/11
Page 19 of 35Register

Search

ON AIR NOW »

Anchors and Reporters »

America's Newsroom

Bill Hemmer and
Martha MacCallum
It's All Your Money

Home

Video

Politics Home

Politics

Executive Branch

U.S.

Rise of Freedom

Opinion

U.S. Senate

On the Job Hunt

Entertainment

House of Representatives

9a et

Happening Now

Jon Scott and Jenna
Lee

Casey Anthony Trial

SciTech

Login

Health

State & Local

Courts

Miami Scaffold Rescue

Leisure

World

Pentagon

Elections

Sports

11a et

On Air

POLITICS

Some Gay-Rights Foes Claim They Now Are
Bullied

LATEST POLITICS VIDEOS
Obama Surprises
Troops in Upstate
New York

Published June 12, 2011 | Associated Press

NEW YORK – As the gay-rights

movement advances, there is increasing
evidence of an intriguing role reversal:
Today, it is the conservative opponents
of that movement who seem eager to
depict themselves as victims of
intolerance.

May 21: Demonstrators shout and wave signs in the State Capitol rotunda
during a Peoples Rally for a Fair Minnesota as the state Legislature debated gay
marriage near the end of its session.

To them, the gay-rights lobby has
morphed into a relentless bully,
pressuring companies and law firms into
policy reversals, making it taboo in
some circumstances to express
opposition to same-sex marriage.

"They're advocating for a lot of changes
in the name of tolerance," said Jim Campbell, an attorney with the conservative Alliance Defense Fund.
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"Yet ironically the tolerance is not returned, for people of faith who don't agree with their agenda."
Many gay activists, recalling their movement's past struggles and mindful of remaining bias, consider
such protestations by their foes to be hollow and hypocritical.
"They lost the argument on gay people, and now they are losing the argument on marriage," said lawyer
Evan Wolfson, president of the advocacy group Freedom to Marry. "Diversions, scare tactics and this
playing the victim are all they have left."
He added: "There's been a shift in the moral understanding of people: that exclusion from marriage and
anti-gay prejudice is wrong. Positions that wouldn't have been questioned in the past are now being held
up to the light."
Among the recent incidents prompting some conservatives to complain of intolerance or political bullying:
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America Invents Act
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--Olympic gold medal gymnast Peter Vidmar stepped down as chief of mission for the 2012 U.S. Olympic
team in May following controversy over his opposition to gay marriage. Vidmar, a Mormon, had publicly
supported Proposition 8, the voter-approved law passed in 2008 that restricted marriage in California to
MOST ACTIVE IN POLITICS
one man and one woman.
--After coming under fire from gay-rights groups in April, the Atlanta-based law firm King & Spalding
pulled out of an agreement with Republicans in the U.S. House of Representatives to defend the federal
ban on same-sex marriage.
--In New York, state Sen. Ruben Diaz, a Democrat from the Bronx, New York City, contends he has
received death threats because he opposes legislation to legalize same-sex marriage. The alleged
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threats were cited last week by the New York State Catholic Conference, which also opposes gay
Case 2:09-cv-00058-MCE -DAD Document 247-1 Filed
marriage.
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"We are unjustly called `haters' and `bigots' by those who have carefully framed their advocacy strategy,"
wrote the conference's executive director, Richard Barnes. "The entire campaign to enact same-sex
marriage is conducted under a banner of acceptance. ... Yet behind that banner of tolerance is another
campaign -- of intimidation, threats and ugliness."
--Apple Inc. recently withdrew two iPhone apps from its App Store after complaints and petition
campaigns by gay-rights supporters.
One app was intended to publicize the Manhattan Declaration, a document signed in 2009 by scores of
conservative Christian leaders. It condemns same-sex marriage as immoral and suggests that legalizing
it could open the door to recognition of polygamy and sibling incest.
The other app was for Exodus International, a network of ministries which depict homosexuality as a
destructive condition that can be overcome through Christian faith.
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In both cases, gay activists celebrated the apps' removals, while the apps' creators contended their
freedom of expression was being unjustly curtailed.

Direction of
Right
Country
Direction

"The gay-rights groups have shown their fangs," wrote Chuck Colson, the Watergate figure turned bornagain Christian who helped launch the Manhattan Declaration. "They want to silence, yes, destroy those
who don't agree with their agenda."

RCP Average

29.5%

Exodus International president Alan Chambers, who says he changed his own sexual orientation through
religious counseling, said he was alarmed by the aggressive tactics of "savvy gay activists."
"We have seen individuals, ministries and even private corporations that dare to hold to a biblical
worldview on sexuality bullied into a corner," Chambers wrote in a blog.
However, Wolfson said the Exodus app deserved to be removed. "They were peddling something that's
been repudiated as crackpot quackery."
The campaign that pressured King & Spalding to withdraw from the Defense of Marriage Act case was
criticized by a relatively wide range of commentators and legal experts, not just conservative foes of gay
marriage.
"To think it's a good idea to attack lawyers defending unpopular clients; I don't have words for how stupid
and wrong that is," said Wendy Kaminer, a lawyer and writer who formerly served on the board of the
American Civil Liberties Union.
However, the gay-rights activists involved in pressuring King & Spalding were unapologetic.
"If we made it such that no law firm would defend the indefensible, then good for us," said Fred Sainz,
the Human Rights Campaign's vice president for communication. "When you have people talking about
the fact that it's no longer politically correct to be anti-equality, it's a show of progress."
Sainz said it was important for activists to pick their targets carefully.
"We understand there are goodhearted Americans in the middle who are still struggling with these
issues," he said. "Different activists have different ways of getting to the same end, and some of those
are bound to make certain people feel uncomfortable."
Though same-sex marriage is legal in only five states, it has for the first time gained the support of a
majority of Americans, according to a series of recent national opinion polls. For some gay activists, this
trend has fueled efforts to make their opponents' views seem shameful.
"Their beliefs on this issue are very quickly becoming socially disgraceful, much in the way white
supremacy is socially disgraceful," wrote Evan Hurst of the advocacy group Truth Wins Out.
"They are certainly entitled to cling to backwoods, uneducated, reality-rejecting views, ... but their
`religious freedom' doesn't call for the rest of us to somehow pretend their views aren't disgusting and
hateful."
However, some gay-rights supporters see the public opinion shift as reason to be more magnanimous.
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"Incidents of rage against `haters,' verbal abuse of opponents, boycotts of small-business owners,
absolutist enforcement of anti-discrimination laws: Those and other `zero-tolerance' tactics play into the
`homosexual bullies' narrative," Rauch wrote. "The other side, in short, is counting on us to hand them
the victimhood weapon. Our task is to deny it to them."
As ideological foes spar over these issues, the American Civil Liberties Union is confronted with a
delicate balancing act. Its national gay rights project battles aggressively against anti-gay discrimination,
but, as a longtime defender of free speech, the ACLU also is expected to intervene sometimes on behalf
of anti-gay expression.
For example, the ACLU pressed a lawsuit on behalf of the fundamentalist Westboro Baptist Church,
which has outraged mourning communities by picketing service members' funerals with crudely worded
signs condemning homosexuality. The ACLU said the Missouri state law banning such picketing infringes
on religious freedom and free speech.
Some critics, such as Wendy Kaminer, have contended that the ACLU now tilts too much toward
espousing gay rights, at the expense of a more vigorous defense of anti-gay free speech.
However, James Esseks, director of the ACLU's gay rights project, said the U.S. Constitution's First
Amendment protects free speech but comes into play only when a government entity is seen as
curtailing speech rights, which did not occur in the Vidmar or King & Spalding cases.
"What we have there is simply the push and pull in public policy discourse ... which is sometimes rough
and tumble," Esseks said. "Being stigmatized for expressing unpopular views is part of being in a free
society. There's nothing wrong with that."
Robert George, a conservative professor of jurisprudence at Princeton University and one of the coauthors of the Manhattan Declaration, shared Esseks' view on the often sharp-elbowed nature of public
debate in America.
"Democratic politics is a messy business and sometimes it's a contact sport," said George, a co-founder
of the National Organization for Marriage, which campaigns against same-sex marriage.
He suggested that those who hold cultural power, in academia, the media and elsewhere, inevitably are
going to try to impose their viewpoints.
"The power to intimidate people, to make them fear they'll be called a bigot or denied opportunities for
jobs, only works if people allow themselves to be bullied," George said.
"Conservatives who make themselves out to be victims run the risk of playing into the hands of their
opponents, suggesting that their opponents' cultural power is so vast that there's no way it can be
resisted."
To professional free-speech advocates, such as Joan Bertin, executive director of the National Coalition
Against Censorship, the gay rights vs. free expression cases are fascinating and often difficult.
"It's very volatile -- it requires you to parse the issues very closely," she said. "I'm of the school of
thought that you should know your enemy. You need to know what people are thinking."
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Revoke LDS Church 501(c)(3) Status

The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints has gone too far in substantial activities to influence legislation.

Home

About

Reports of other charitable organizations’ involvement

How to File an IRS 501(c)(3) Complaint
29 October 2008

The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (also known as the
“Mormon” or LDS Church) has gone too far in promoting the 2008
California Proposition 8, which would claims to amend the California state
constitution to define marriage as one man and one woman in order to
supersede a state supreme court opinion issued earlier this year.
[Whether the proposition was a lawful amendment or a revision that
cannot legally be made by a voter initiative remains an open question.]
Section 501(c)(3) of US Code Title 26, which governs tax-exempt
organizations, reads (emphasis added):
(3) Corporations, and any community chest, fund, or
foundation, organized and operated exclusively for
religious, charitable, scientific, testing for public safety,
literary, or educational purposes, or to foster national or
international amateur sports competition (but only if no part of
its activities involve the provision of athletic facilities or
equipment), or for the prevention of cruelty to children or
animals, no part of the net earnings of which inures to the
benefit of any private shareholder or individual, no
substantial part of the activities of which is carrying on
propaganda, or otherwise attempting, to influence
legislation (except as otherwise provided in subsection (h)),
and which does not participate in, or intervene in (including
the publishing or distributing of statements), any political
campaign on behalf of (or in opposition to) any candidate for
public office.

ARCHIVES
o July 2010
o November 2008
o October 2008

CATEGORIES
o Free Speech
o LDS Church Doctrine
o Proposition 8
o Tax Code
o Uncategorized

BLOGROLL
o WordPress.com
o WordPress.org

META
o Register
o Log in
o Valid XHTML
o XFN
o WordPress.com

(The “otherwise provided” clause does not apply, as the LDS Church,
being a church, is a disqualified entity as described in subsection (h).)
The LDS church, through inciting its members to donate time and means
to support Proposition 8 (resulting in millions of dollars of cash
contributions from its members and countless volunteer hours), and inkind campaign contributions to a group that supports Proposition 8, has
now made a substantial part of its activities attempting to influence
legislation.
You can help! Send the IRS an official complaint about the LDS Church’s
activities, either by email, fax or US Mail.
1. Prepare a copy of the Official LDS Prop. 8 Letter read in all LDS
churches in California on 29 June 2008.
2. Prepare one or more other articles of your choice (you can use
these links, or do your own research) showing the LDS Church’s
http://lds501c3.wordpress.com/[6/28/2011 9:07:49 AM]
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3. Prepare this Pre-Filled IRS Form 13909 and add your personal
information, or fill out a Blank IRS Form 13909 from scratch with
the information in the pre-filled form (these links and an
alternative filled form are copied below in RESOURCES.)
4. Don’t forget to date your referral at the top and include your
submitter information. If you are a member of the Church, you
may wish to check the box marked “I am concerned that I might
face retaliation or retribution if my identity is disclosed.”
5. Send it to the IRS, either by:
* Email: Prepare your documents as PDF’s or web links, and send
your complaint form with supporting documentation to
eoclass@irs.gov.
* Fax: fax your documents to (214) 413-5415
* Mail: mail your documents to
IRS EO Classification
Mail Code 4910DAL
1100 Commerce Street
Dallas TX 75242-1198

RESOURCES:
Official IRS Complaint Process for Tax-Exempt Organizations
US Code Title 26, Section 501
Official LDS Prop. 8 Letter
List of LDS Entities (Source of Tax ID Number)
Information required for IRS Form 13909:
Name of Referred Organization: The Corporation of the President of
The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints
Street Address: 50 E. North Temple St., Salt Lake City UT 84150
Organization’s EIN: 23-7300405
For Section 4, see the Pre-Filled IRS Form 13909, or write your concerns
in your own words. If your reader will not open that form, try the
Alternative Pre-Filled 13909.
337 Comments |
Proposition 8 | Tagged: 501(c)(3), California, Constitutional
Amendment, LDS, Mormons, Proposition 8, tax-exempt |
Permalink
Posted by lds501c3

LDS Church violated California Fair
Political Practices
15 July 2010

From California’s Fair Political Practices Commission:
When contributions of $1,000 or more are made during the
final days of an election—the time between the last campaign
report required to be filed and the end of the election—late
contribution reports must be filed within 24 hours of making
or receiving the “late” contribution. The following failed to file
a late contribution report as required by law:
The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints failed to timely
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$36,928 in connection with the November 4, 2008, General
Election. $5,539 fine.

1 Comment |
Uncategorized |
Posted by lds501c3
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Permalink

Californians Against Hate Files Official Complaint
13 November 2008

I do not endorse this complaint (I found at least one factual error — the
“one trip” item — as I noted, the LDS Church later filed another in-kind
contribution report for a second trip.) Still, it makes an interesting case,
has useful links, and identifies significant LDS activity.
November 13, 2008
Chairman Ross Johnson
Fair Political Practices Commission
428 J Street, Suite 800
Sacramento, CA 95814
Attorney General Edmund G. Brown, Jr.
California Department of Justice
P.O. Box 944255
Sacramento, CA 94244-2550
Attorney General Mark Shurtleff
Office of the Attorney General
Utah State Capitol Complex
350 North State Street Suite 230
SLC UT 84114-2320
Dear Chairman Johnson, Generals Brown & Shurtleff:
Today we filed a formal complaint with the California Fair Political
Practices Commission (FPPC) against the Church of Jesus Christ of Latterday Saints (LDS) aka the Mormon Church of Salt Lake City, Utah for not
reporting various non monetary contributions to ProtectMarriage.com –
Yes on 8, A Project of California Renewal I.D. # 1302592. The Mormon
Church has been highly secretive about its massive involvement in the
campaign, but we managed to piece together evidence of some of their
more visible activities done directly to communicate with California
voters, including:
Church organized phone banks from Utah and Idaho
Sending direct mail to voters
Transported people to California over several weekends
Used the LDS Press Office to send out multiple News Releases to
promote their activities to nonmembers
Walked precincts
Ran a speakers bureau
Distributed thousands of lawn signs and other campaign material
Organized a “surge to election day”
Church leaders travel to California
Set up of very elaborate web sites
Produced at least 9 commercials and 4 other video broadcasts all in
support of Prop 8
Conducted at least 2 satellite simulcasts over 5 Western states.
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Under California Election Law organizations such as the Mormon Church
are not required to report activities if they strictly constitute “member
communication.” We will explain why we feel that the activities of The
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints went far beyond “member
communication,” and were instead specifically targeted at California’s 17
million voters. By not reporting any of these non monetary contributions,
the Mormon Church violated the Political Reform Act.
The only mention of compliance was a news story stating that the
Mormon Church reported a single non monetary contribution of $2078.00
for Church Elder L. Whitney Clayton’s travel expenses for one trip to
California. Was there only one trip? Were no other Church officials
traveling to California for such an important campaign?
The Mormon Church made the Yes on Prop 8 campaign a national priority
beginning on June 20, 2008 when Church President David S. Monson sent
his now famous letter to be read in every church building, where he said,
“We ask that you do all you can to support the proposed constitutional
amendment (Prop 8 ) by donating of your means and time to assure that
marriage in California is legally defined as being between a man and a
woman.”
http://newsroom.lds.org/ldsnewsroom/eng/commentary/california-andsame-sex-marriage This was their call to action, and was undoubtedly
designed to get members to begin the outreach to nonmembers.
Two other organizations that were also involved in the Yes on Prop 8
campaign, reported substantial non monetary contributions. The National
Organization for Marriage of Princeton, New Jersey reported 49 separate
non monetary contributions between 02/01/08 and 4/16/08 totaling
$210,634,75. James Dobson’s Focus on the Family of Colorado Springs,
Colorado reported non monetary contributions between 12/7/07 and
10/15/08 of $83,790.00.
Phone Banks
On October 8, 2008 the Associated Press reported that “Mormons Recruit
Out-of-State for Gay Marriage Ban. Mormons living outside California
have been asked to volunteer for a telephone campaign to help pass a
ballot initiative banning same-sex marriage in the state.”
The Mormon Church announced one week before the November 4, 2008
election that it was canceling its phone centers in Utah established to call
California voters. Were these in operation before they were canceled?
What were the costs of these phone centers? How many calls were made
to California voters from these massive call centers?
News reports said that students at BYU – Idaho in Rexford, Idaho were
using a call center in that town every Thursday evening to call voters in
California. This type of interstate phone network requires a lot of setup,
supervision, voter sheets, scripts, training and the price of the calls. Call
centers are used to communicate with nonmembers. Phone centers in
place to contact nonmembers would constitute a contribution. No
contribution was reported.
Gary Lawrence – State LDS Grassroots Director
Veteran political operative Gary Lawrence
http://www.zoominfo.com/Search/CompanyDetail.aspx?
CompanyID=55969576&cs=QHDVgcoxQ was based in Orange County,
http://lds501c3.wordpress.com/[6/28/2011 9:07:49 AM]
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Gary Lawrence’s operation had a timeline beginning on August 16, 2008
though election day of 12 Saturday precinct walks. All walkers were to be
Mormons leading up to the election day surge of 100,000 Mormon
volunteers and they went door-to-door to canvass nonmember voters.
Was the Church actively involved in this massive recruitment? Here is a
copy of the Mormon Organizational memo: http://wikileaks.org/leak/ldsproposition8-notes-2008.pdf
This directive from Church Elders Ballard, Christopheron & Clayton detail
Church plans for yard signs, schedule, volunteers, out of state calling
teams, speakers bureau and voter registration. More internet
communications are available on this site:
http://www.p8california.com/Job.html Did the Church participate
financially in this massive voter outreach? If so, all of these voter
communication activities to nonmembers constitute a contribution. No
contribution was reported.
Saturday Rallies
These took place throughout California on the 3 Saturdays prior to the
election. Thousands of yellow T-shirt clad Yes on 8 supporters were lined
up for miles with signs in targeted areas of the state yelling, chanting
and screaming at passing motorists. There were reports that these
demonstrators were mostly Mormons, and that many were bussed in
from Utah and surrounding states. We have heard that some of the
busses had out of state license plates. Who paid for the buses, travel
costs, meals and other expenses of all the Mormon participants? No
contributions were reported.
Satellite Broadcasts
It appears that the first satellite simulcast was on October 8, 2008 and
was beamed to 5 Western states. Apostle Robert D. Hales led this
broadcast on various aspects of the campaign, including how to deal with
the issues and how to conduct yourself.
http://www.meridianmagazine.com/churchupdate/081010prop8.html
Another satellite broadcast took place at a later date, and was led by
Church Elders M. Russell Ballard, Quentin L. Cook and L. Whitney
Clayton. It addressed the Church’s doctrine of marriage and participation
in the Protect Marriage Coalition. Then the Newsroom of the Mormon
Church issued a Press Release (attached) about this broadcast making it
available to California voters and anyone with internet access. This video
was not password protected and was promoted by the Church and
available to nonmembers. Here is the press release about it as well as
other Mormon activities:
http://newsroom.lds.org/ldsnewsroom/eng/commentary/same-sexmarriage-and-proposition-8 Satellite broadcasts to hundreds of locations
are very expensive, and by making it available to nonmembers, it is a
contribution. No contribution was reported.
Multimedia Program
The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints appeared to have done a
tremendous amount of work in this area. A very slick web site (attached)
http://www.preservingmarriage.org/ was developed specifically for the
Yes on Prop 8 campaign. The title is “Preserving the Divine Institution of
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PreservingMarriage.com is primarily a showcase for 9 separate Yes on
Prop 8 commercials that are very professionally produced. They feature
mostly young people talking about why same-sex marriage is wrong.
There is an email update request box, and another to send feedback. The
viewer is encouraged to share this site and “spread the word.” Site visits
are not limited to just Mormons, and everyone is “invited to share these
videos with others.” There is even a very prominent “Vote Yes on Prop 8,
Support Traditional Marriage” banner on the home page. Certainly this
web site was put in place to reach California voters. It is on the internet,
and therefore available to all.
This web page on PreservingMarriage.com has 13 very professionally
made commercials and videos:
http://www.preservingmarriage.org/videos.html .
All of these commercials as well as their web site were clearly designed
to communicate with the public. No contribution was reported.
Church Denial
On November 9, 2008 Don Eaton a spokesman for the Mormon Church
was quoted on ABC – KGO Television stating, “The Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter-day Saints put zero money in this (election).” When I personally
spoke with him Monday, November 10, 2008 and asked him if the
PreservingMarriage.com web site was sponsored by the Church, he
quickly said that it was not, but was “a part of the campaign.”
In 1998, the Mormon Church directly contributed $1.1 million to ban
same-sex marriages in Alaska and Hawaii, and received widespread
criticism for that. So this year in California it appears that the Mormon
Church was trying to avoid any direct contributions to Yes on Prop 8, and
instead raised millions from its member families. That is legal, but all the
money spent to communicate with nonmembers must be reported if it
exceed $100. Clearly the Mormon Church has vastly exceeded that
threshold.
We ask that the Fair Political Practices Commission and the Attorneys
General of California and Utah immediately begin a full and thorough
investigation of all campaign related activities undertaken by the Church
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, Salt Lake City, Utah to determine if
there were any reporting violations.
Thank you very much for your prompt attention to this very important
matter.
Sincerely,
Fred Karger
Founder / Campaign Manager
Californians Against Hate
http://californiansagainsthate.com/
619-592-2008
16 Comments |
Proposition 8 |
Posted by lds501c3
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

20
21
22

KRISTIN M. PERRY, SANDRA B. STIER,
PAUL T. KATAMI, and JEFFREY J.
ZARRILLO,

23

Plaintiffs,

24
v.
25
26
27
28

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, in his official capacity as Governor of California; EDMUND G. BROWN, JR., in his official capacity as Attorney General of California; MARK
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1

I, Sarah E. Troupis, make the following declaration pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746:

2

1. I am a resident of Indiana over 18 years of age, and my statements herein are based on

3

personal knowledge.

4
2. This declaration is made in support of Defendant-Intervenors’ motion for a protective
5
6

order.

7

3. ProtectMarriage.com is a Defendant-Intervenor in this case.

8

4. I am an attorney who represents ProtectMarriage.com as a plaintiff in another case—a

9

lawsuit challenging various election disclosure provisions of California law. The case is styled as

10
11

ProtectMarriage.com v. Bowen, No. 09-0058 (E.D. Cal., filed Jan. 7, 2009).
5. One of ProtectMarriage.com’s assertions in the Bowen case is that California laws re-

12
quiring the public disclosure of the identity of certain referendum campaign donors violate the
13
14

First Amendment by chilling core political speech. As part of its factual showing in that case,

15

ProtectMarriage.com has submitted nearly 60 declarations of individuals who attested to harass-

16

ment and threats leveled against them because of their support of traditional marriage.

17

6. I was the attorney responsible for collecting these declarations. As part of that

18

process, I spoke with each of the declarants, who reported to me many instances of harassment and

19

threats as a result of their support for Prop. 8.

20
7. True and correct copies of those declarations, as filed in the Bowen case, are available
21
22

on the District Court for Eastern District of California’s PACER website. See Docs # 32-33, 35-

23

40, 45, 113-162, ProtectMarriage.com v. Bowen, No. 09-00058 (E.D. Cal. filed Jan. 9, 2009). The

24

declarations of Does 1 through 9 were filed in support of ProtectMarriage.com’s motion for a

25

preliminary injunction. The majority of the declarations—those of Does 10 through 58—were

26

filed in support of ProtectMarriage.com’s motion for summary judgment.

27
28
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1

8. I have had several other individuals who support traditional marriage come to me with

2

incidents of harassment and threats they suffered because of their support for traditional marriage.

3

Even though we have a protective order in place in the Bowen case that allows individuals to

4
submit declarations under seal, these individuals were unwilling to submit declarations because of
5
6
7

the fear that, despite the protective order, their names would become public knowledge and they
would be subject to further threats and harassment.
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I DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND
CORRECT.
Executed on September 15,2009
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