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CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
Pursuant to Rule 26.1 of the Federal Rules of AaigeProcedure, amicus
curiae The American Legion Department of Califorstiates that it does not have a
parent corporation and no publicly-held corporatlomids 10% or more of its

stock.

AUTHORITY TO FILE AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF

All parties have consented to the filing of threeh
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IDENTITY AND INTEREST OF AMICUS

The American Legion Department of California représ some 130,000
Legionnaires organized in Posts, Districts, andadr¢hroughout the State of
California. The American Legion was chartered by@ress in 1919 as a patriotic,
mutual-help, war-time veterans organization. Sitganception, The Legion has
maintained an ongoing concern and commitment teraas and their families, and
is a tireless advocate for veterans’ rights. Itdéslicated to preserving American
values, promoting patriotism and encouraging sssfleervice and sacrifice among
the Nation’s youth. And it seeks to honor the gmerifor our country of those men
and women of our armed forces who have gone baferesupport those who
continue to sacrifice for our country today, andgare those who will be called to
sacrifice for all of us in the future.

To this end, the Department of California has dstlabd, through a working
relationship with the Alliance Defense Fund, thefddse of Veterans Memorials
Project, with the express mission of defending nagte memorials throughout

California, including the Mt. Soledad National WMemorial.
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INTRODUCTION

The Mt. Soledad cross has stood as part of a vetereemorial for more
than fifty years- Today, this memorial is accompanied by six comiemtalls with
over 2,400 individual plaques bearing names, messagnd digitally-etched
photos of veterans. Encircling the walls are 23dvds recognizing community
and veterans organizations. An American flag staatdshe memorial, paying
tribute to the national cause of freedom. And bpekers bear additional messages
honoring veterans and supporters of Mt. Soledads €hllection of messages
honoring our nation’s heroes, accompanied by theon&l cross, sends a diverse
message of appreciation for the gallantry and gi#zm of those that gave their
lives for the rest of us. Veterans throughout thaidh’'s history have sacrificed
their lives for something greater than themselvasl the Mt. Soledad Veterans
Memorial honors that sacrifice.

ARGUMENT

In Van Orden v. Perrythe Supreme Coutipheld the constitutionality of a

Ten Commandments monument that was donated to tdte 8f Texas by the

Fraternal Order of Eagles in 1961, and is on displapublic property outside the

This is the third cross that has stood atop Mte@ad. The first was constructed
by private citizens in 1913. It was destroyed ir24,9and replaced in 1934. The
second cross was destroyed in 1952, and repladédtie current cross in 1954,
Paulson v. City of San Dieg@94 F.3d 1124, 1125 (9th Cir. 2002). Thus, ndy on
has the current cross been in place for more tifgnyears, but there have been
crosses atop Mt. Soledad for most of the past cgntu
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Texas State Capitol Building. 545 U.S. 677, 6812 §2005). Both the plurality
opinion and Justice Breyer’s controlling concureeigoncluded that the three-part
test fromLemon v. Kurtzmam03 U.S. 602 (1971), should not be used to etalua
the constitutionality of passive religious monunsenthat have historical
significance.SeeVan Orden 545 U.S. at 68a6d. at 700 (Breyer, J., concurring);
see also Card v. City of Evere&20 F.3d 1009, 1016 (9th Cir. 2008) (sintan
Orden “we do not use théemontest to determine the constitutionality of some
longstanding plainly religious displays that conwehistorical or secular message
in a non-religious context.”). As suctian Orders analysis governs this case.

The facts inVan Ordenare virtually identical to those here. Both cases
involve (1) a passive religious monument, (2) dedato the government by a
private party, (3) displayed on government propgrty along with numerous other
secular monuments, (5) that has been in existemcdeicades. This Court should
stay the jurisprudential course setWsn Ordenand hold that Mt. Soledad cross
does not violate the Establishment Clause.

l. The Mt. Soledad Veterans Memorial cross survives ostitutional
scrutiny under Van Orden’s plurality opinion .

Writing for the plurality, Chief Justice Rehnquisist off theLemontest,
choosing instead to evaluate the historical sigaifice of the monument and
probing whether that significance extends beyaondeligious meaning:

Whatever may be the fate of themontest in the larger scheme of
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Establishment Clause jurisprudence, we think it oeéful in
dealing with the sort of passive monument that $exas erected
on its Capitol grounds. Instead, our analysis igetr both by the
nature of the monument and by our Nation’s history.

Id. at 686.

His analysis began with the irrefutable premisé thdhere is an unbroken
history of official acknowledgement by all threeabches of government of the
role of religion in American life from at least 198 Id. (quoting Lynch v.
Donnelly, 465 U.S. 668, 674 (1984)). After cataloguing ntone references to
religion prominent in presidential proclamationgtional monuments, and the
Supreme Court’'s decisions, the Chief Justice sigady highlighted the
government’s frequent acknowledgment of the Ten @amdments and their
significant historical role in our Nation’s heritg

We need only look within our own Courtroom. Sin@3%, Moses has
stood, holding two tablets that reveal portions tfe Ten
Commandments written in Hebrew, among other lawgiva the
south frieze. Representations of the Ten Commantimaahorn the
metal gates lining the north and south sides ofGbartroom as well
as the doors leading into the Courtroom. Moses ait® on the
exterior east facade of the building holding the Tsommandments
tablets.

Similar acknowledgments can be seen throughousi¢éows tour of
our Nation’s Capital. For example, a large statugloses holding the
Ten Commandments, alongside a statue of the Apdsld, has
overlooked the rotunda of the Library of Congreksfferson Building
since 1897. And the Jefferson Building’'s Great RegdRoom
contains a sculpture of a woman beside the Ten Gordments with
a quote above her from the Old Testament (Micah. &8mnedallion
with two tablets depicting the Ten Commandmentodses the floor
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of the National Archives. Inside the DepartmentJabtice, a statue

entitled “The Spirit of Law” has two tablets repeaeing the Ten

Commandments lying at its feet. In front of the RldnReagan

Building is another sculpture that includes a dipic of the Ten

Commandments. So too a 24-foot-tall sculpture, ateyg, among

other things, the Ten Commandmeats] a crossstands outside the

federal courthouse that houses both the Court gfeAls and the

District Court for the District of Columbia. Mosesalso prominently

featured in the Chamber of the United States Housde

Representatives.

Id. at 688-89 (italics addedyee also McCreary County v. American Civil Libestie
Union of Ky, 545 U.S. 844, 874 (2005) (“[OJur own courtroomefe was
deliberately designed in the exercise of governalemithority so as to include the
figure of Moses holding tablets exhibiting a pontiof the Hebrew text of the later,
secularly phrased Commandments; in the company aftiier lawgivers, most of
them secular figures, there is no risk that Moseald strike an observer as
evidence that the National Government was violatiegtrality in religion.”).

Given the deep roots the Ten Commandments have detebein our
Nation’s heritage, the Chief Justice concluded tHsplaying the monument
carries a “dual significance” — it bears an “undée historical meaning” along
with, but distinct from, its clear religious impo¥an Orden 545 U.S. at 690, 691.

As such, it is perfectly appropriate for a statehtmor that history as part of a

collection of monuments representing its polit@adl legal historyid. at 692>

2t is worth noting that one of the dissenter&/em Ordenwas Justice O’Conner,
who has since been replaced by Justice Samuel. Allitstice Alito’s opinions,
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A. The cross has historical significance in memorialing those who
gave the ultimate sacrifice for something greatertan themselves.

The Latin cross, much like the Ten Commandmentdgeply ingrained in
our Nation’s history, particularly its military hey and culture. The district court
discussed several of the multitude of memorialsughout the country that use the
Latin cross to honor veterans who have given tings in service to this country.
Trunk v. City of San Dieg®68 F. Supp. 2d 1199, 1215-16 (S.D. Cal. 200Bgsé
include the Argonne Cross, the Canadian Cross ofiff®, and the Mexico City
War Memorial, which sit among the graves in ArlimgtNational Cemetery; the
Irish Brigade Monument at Gettysburg National Mitit Park; a memorial to
servicemen who endured the Bataan Death March as,Tidew Mexico; and a
veterans memorial erected and maintainedricusin La Mesa, Californiald.

Perhaps most telling of America’s profound histarfy using crosses to
memorialize her war dead are the tens of thousahdosses that mark the graves
in American military cemeteries around the worldheTrows of white crosses in
these cemeteries are one of the most enduring a&tiekmown images honoring

our veterans.

while a Third Circuit Court of Appeals judge, indte that he likely would agree
with the plurality inVan Orden See, e.g., American Civil Liberties Union of N.J.
ex rel. Lander v. Schundlet68 F.3d 92, 105-07 (3d Cir. 1999) (stating “veddh
that, in determining whether a government practicdorses religion, the history
and ubiquity of a practice is relevant” and rejegtian argument that a
municipality cannot display religious items congimnally once it displays them
in an unconstitutional fashion) (citation and qtiota marks omitted).
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Congress established the American Battle Monum@otamission in 1923
to honor the service, achievements, and sacrificéghe United States Armed
Forces, including the creation and maintenanceeofmpnent American military
cemeteries overseasSee American Battle Monuments Commissiohe
Commission, http://www.abmc.gov/commission/index.flast visited March 18,
2009). The Commission currently maintains 24 sustmeteries, which house the
remains of over almost 125,000 fallen American isemen and womenSee
American Battle Monuments Commission, Cemeteritp://www.abmc.gov/
cemeteries/index.php (last visited March 18, 2009).

Crosses are a predominant theme throughout theseteees. Most notably,
of course, are the thousands of cross-shaped leadstThose crosses are not,
however, headstones only for Christian soldiers, $erve as headstones for
soldiers from a multitude of religious traditionand those with no religious
affiliation at all: “Each grave is marked with a @éhmarble headstone, a Star of
David for those of the Jewish faith, laatin cross for all others§ See, e.g.,
American Battle Monuments CommissioNprmandy American Cemetery and
Memorial at 18-19, http://www.abmc.gov/cemeteries/cemeséno  pict.pdf (last
visited on March 18, 2009) (emphasis added).

The cemeteries incorporate crosses in other wayseds The Normandy

American Cemetery and Memorial in Colleville-suriVé&rance, for example,
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commemorates those who died during the legendamfd/NVdar 1l D-Day landings
in Normandy. It contains the remains of 9,387 smmwien and women, including
three Congressional Medal of Honor recipients abd ®8ho are Unknowns (those
which could not be identified). The grave sites arganized in a rectangular
manner, with the main paths “laid out in the forfhrad_atin cross.’ld. at 7. And in
the cemetery chapel, the south interior wall badtatin cross in relief carved on a
circle, directly above the inscription: “THROUGH BHGATE OF DEATH MAY
THEY PASS TO THEIR JOYFUL RESURRECTIONI. at 16.

The Somme American Cemetery and Memorial, in Bé&ingnce, is the final
resting place of 1,844 American soldiers, includit@8 Unknowns, who died
fighting alongside our British allies against Genyaduring World War [.See
American Battle Monuments Commissioomme American Cemetery and
Memorial at 3-6, 9, http://www.abmc.gov/cemeteries/ceneséso_pict.pdf (last
visited March 18, 2009). Like other cemeteries, 8mnme American Cemetery
uses white crosses to mark each grave, exceptdsetof known Jewish soldiers —
even Unknowns’ graves are marked by croskkesat 9. The cemetery’s chapel is
illuminated by a window shaped in the form of ass,oand bears an inscription
stating: THIS CHAPEL WAS ERECTED BY THE UNITED STAB OF
AMERICA IN GRATEFUL REMEMBERANCE OF HER SONS WHO ED

DURING THE WORLD WAR.Id. Also inscribed on the chapel walls are the
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names of 333 American soldiers missing in the avbase remains were never
recovered or identifiedd.

Similarly, the St. Mihiel American Cemetery and mitarial, in Thiaucourt,
Meurthe-et-Moselle, France, commemorates Americddiess who died during
World War I. The cemetery holds 4,153 soldiersjudmg 117 unknownsSee
American Battle Monuments Commissio8t. Mihiel American Cemetery and
Memorial at 13, http://www.abmc.gov/cemeteries/cemetestas/ pict.pdf (last
visited March 18, 2009). Each headstone is a cra@ssept for those of known
Jewish soldiers. The cemetery also contains a woelpf a young American
soldier standing in front of a stone cross, wigntth helmet in hand, along with his
side arms and map case. at 9.

In short, the cross is a time-honored display ttesgt long been a powerful
symbol of loss, sacrifice, and heroism for generai of Americans — most
significantly for those in the Armed Services ahdit families.

B. Crosses are not exclusively religious symbols, buiften carry a
“dual significance.”

Appellants present the cross as being exclusivedymabol of Christianity,
incapable of communicating any message apart froinstanctly religious oneSee
Brief for Appellants, pp. 21-22. But this overlyfnaw view is both nonsensical
and inconsistent with the Supreme Court’s Estabyiestit Clause jurisprudence.

The cross unquestionably carries profound religisigmificance. But the
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Supreme Court has long recognized that courts foaktto both the religious and
secular aspects of a passive display when consglés constitutionality. To do
otherwise would predetermine the inquiry’s outcorfiecus[ing] exclusively on
the religious component of any activity would inably lead to its invalidation
under the Establishment Clauskyhch 465 U.S. at 680.

The Van Orden Court plainly recognized this with regard to thenT
Commandments. “Of course, the Ten Commandmentsehgioous — they were so
viewed at their inception and so remaivan Orden 545 U.S. at 690. But the
Court concluded that they also have “an undeniald®rical meaning,” and that
“[s]imply having religious content or promoting aessage consistent with
religious doctrine does not run afoul of the Essdtsthent Clause.1d. (citations
omitted);see also idat 701 (Breyer, J., concurring) (“In certain cots$e a display
of the tablets of the Ten Commandments can conwaysmply a religious
message but also a secular moral message (abopérpstandards of social
conduct). . . . [and] a historical message (abobistoric relation between those
standards and the law)")d. at 711 (Stevens, J., dissenting) (“[I]t is unsisipg
that a religious symbol may at times become an mapo feature of a familiar
landscape or a reminder of an important eventerhibtory of a community.”).

Other religious symbols also convey dual secular rahgious messages. In

County of Allegheny v. American Civil Liberties bimifor example, the Supreme

10
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Court explained that the Chanukah menorah “is igiogls symbol: it serves to

commemorate the miracle of the oil as describatienTalmud. But the menorah’s
message is not exclusively religious. The menosahe primary visual symbol for

a holiday that, like Christmas, has both religiandg secular dimensions.” 492 U.S.
573, 613-14 (1989).

Crosses, too, convey a multitude of messages —retithous and secular.
“The Latin cross is, to be sure, the preeminentk®ynof Christianity,” but the
District Court correctly concluded that “it doestrfollow that the cross has no
other meaning or significanceTrunk 568 F. Supp. 2d at 1218ee also American
Atheists, Inc. v. Duncarb28 F. Supp. 2d 1245, 1255 (D. Utah 2007) (“Itrige
that the cross is readily identifiable as a symisad by Christianity. But it is quite
a leap from there to declare that any display eflthtin cross reveals a religious
purpose underlying its use.”) (citation omitted).

Examples abound. Most commonly, crosses are ussyinbolize death. In
American Atheistsfor example, the court upheld the constitutidgaif a state
highway patrol association’s practice of erectingnmorial crosses at roadside
locations where state troopers died or were mgrtajured.|d. at 1250, 1261-62.
It found that, like the Ten Commandments, “the srpessesses a religious origin
and retains a religious significance today,” bualgo “has dual significance, as

demonstrated by America’s long tradition of disphaythe cross as a symbol of

11
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death and burial.ld. at 1257.

This tradition is rooted as much in culture asiin religion. “[C]rosses are
overwhelmingly employed in the design of memorialg apparently more as a
matter of cultural integration, i.e., a reflex ggosed to an intentional or specific
act of faith.” Charles O. Collins & Charles D. RajrRoadside MemoriaJs47
Omega: Journal of Death and DyiAg1, 229 (2003)see alsaJennifer Clark &
Majella FranzmannAuthority from Grief, Presence and Place in the Mgkof
Roadside MemoriaJs30 Death Studies 579, 591 (2006) (finding that essare
“general markers of death and sacredness ratherpinaely Christian symbols”);
Sylvia Grider, Spontaneous Shrines in Public Memorializatiam Death and
Religion in a Changing Worl@59 (Kathleen Garces-Foley ed., 2005) (noting that
the practice of marking fatal car wrecks with raddscrosses is “deeply rooted in
history” and an “integral feature of the culturantiscape throughout Central
America, Mexico, and the Hispanic southwestern éthbtates”).

Indeed, the Montana American Legion has markedl faaffic accidents
throughout that state with white crosses for mdrant55 years — over 2,000
markers have been erected to date. This programnmrily intended to “serve as
a public service message, reminding drivers todgdeDrive Carefully.’ They are a
sobering reminder of a fatal traffic accident, agal where a human being lost

his/her  life.” See Highway  Fatality @ Marker  Safety = Program,

12
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http://www.mtlegion.org/programs/Marker.php (lagited March 16, 2009).

Crosses are used to communicate other secularagessas well. The
military uses the cross as a symbol honoring exdreallantry and heroism in
decorations such as the Distinguished Service Gfds$).S.C. § 3742), the Navy
Cross (10 U.S.C. §8 6242), the Air Force Cross (18.0. § 8742), and the
Distinguished Flying Cross (10 U.S.C. § 3749). kulleas one historian explained,
the cross is an “emblem for valor and bravery,” dffttom the time of the
Crusades until the last great war, decorationscfovalry and for distinguished
service have been made in the form of a cross.’rg&edVillard Benson,The
Cross: Its History and Symbolish7 (1934).

The Ku Klux Klan uses crosses as “a symbol of whitpremacy and a tool
for the intimidation and harassment of racial mites, Catholics, Jews,
Communists, and other groups hated by the Kl&apitol Square Review and
Advisory Bd. v. Pinettb15 U.S. 753, 770 (1995) (Thomas, J., concurritithe
erection of such a cross is a political act, nGhaistian one.’ld.

Crosses have even been used to simply identifynmae of a city. In
Weinbaum v. City of Las Crugdake Ten Circuit upheld a city’s use of crosses in
its city emblem because the crosses’ symbolic ngessaeflecting the name of the
city, Las Cruces, which means “The Crosses” — Gsmligious at all.” 541 F.3d

1017, 1035 (10th Cir. 2008kee also idat 1023 & n.2 (the Latin cross “is

13
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unequivocally a symbol of Christian faith . . .ybJs not exclusively so; the cross
is an oft-used symbol in other cultures and rehgioas well”) (citing 5
Encyclopedia of Religior8434 (Lindsay Jones ed., 2005); Eacyclopedia of
Religionat 9339).

The Mt. Soledad cross, too, conveys a secular rgessake other veteran
memorials and cemeteries, it serves as a univesgaibol honoring and
memorializing those who have paid the ultimate ifaerfor their fellow citizens
and country, irrespective of religious belieflt also serves as a rallying point for
survivors and others to remember their sacrifiod famd solace, peace, and reason
for such loss. The cross carries a dual signifieant that it is a uniquely
transcendent symbol representing the decisionytaldavn one’s life for the good
of others. “[T]he cross is an emblem more univemnsalse than any other in the
world.” Bensonsupra,at 61. Indeed, no other symbol is so universallgenstood
to represent selfless service and sacrifice foersthncluding the ultimate sacrifice
of laying down one’s life for others.

[I.  Justice Breyer also rejected theLemon test and would affirm the
constitutionality of this passive religious monumen

Justice Breyer, whose concurring opinion was tfte frote upholding the
constitutionality of the display ivan Orden also refused to strictly apply the
Lemontest. “I rely less upon a literal application afyaparticular test than upon

consideration of the basic purposes of the FirsteAtment's Religion Clauses
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themselves.'Van Orden 545 U.S. at 703-04 (Breyer, J., concurring). Likeief
Justice Rehnquist, Justice Breyer emphasized thtriwal significance of the
monument rather than whether the government offidiad a religious purpose or
motive in allowing it to be erected. “The settinged not readily lend itself to
meditation or any other religious activity. Butdibes provide a context of history
and moral ideals. It (together with the displayfsadription about its origin)
communicates to visitors that the State sought dffeet moral principles,
illustrating a relation between ethics and law ttet State’s citizens, historically
speaking, have endorsedd: at 702.

Likewise, the Mt. Soledad memorial provides a cehtef history and
respect for the sacrifice of the fallen memberswfarmed services. Whether one
studies the more than 2,400 granite plaques disgdlay the walls surrounding the
memorial, surveys the 23 bollards honoring comnyuaiiid veterans organizations,
walks over the inscribed brick paving stones comomatng veterans and
supporters, looks upon the American flag flying \abthe memorial, or reads the
bronze plague on the cross identifying it as a reet® memorial, the singular
message is unmistakable: this memorial is a tributdhe members of the United
States Armed Forces who sacrificed their liveshm defense of their countrgee
Pub. L. No. 109-272, 81(1), 120 Stat. 770 (2006).

Justice Breyer also found it “determinative” thiaé fTexas monument had
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been in place for forty years and was unchalleragedt from this single cas€an
Orden 545 U.S. at 702 (Breyer, J., concurring). The Milefad cross has been
part of the Veterans Memorial for ovéfty years. Removing it after such an
extended time due to its religious symbolism matuaty reflect hostility to
religion in violation of the Establishment Clauge. Justice Breyer aptly observed:

At the same time, to reach a contrary conclusior,Heased primarily

upon on the religious nature of the tablets’ teguld, | fear, lead the

law to exhibit a hostility toward religion that ha® place in our

Establishment Clause traditions. Such a holdinghinigell encourage

disputes concerning the removal of longstandingatieps of the Ten

Commandments from public buildings across the Matfond it could

thereby create the very kind of religiously basedst/eness that the

Establishment Clause seeks to avoid.

Id. at 704 (citation omitted).

Justice Breyer’'s concern for social division isreweore acute in the context
of a veterans memorial. If the Court orders theldmzing of the cross — the
centerpiece of the Mt. Soledad Veterans MemorialwHl send a message of stark
social division, forever banning religious imagémym being invoked to honor the
sacrifice of our fallen brothers, sisters, fathemsthers, daughters, and sons.

Appellants fault the district court for failing sxrutinize the “motivation” of

the Mt. Soledad Memorial Associatibbrand attributing that motive to the

government, suggesting that Justice Breyepmiion inVan Ordenrequires such

® The Mt. Soledad Memorial Association erected tkistmg cross in 1954 and
currently maintains the property as a veterans miindrunk 568 F. Supp. 2d at
1203-04.
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an inquiry.SeeBrief for Appellants, pp. 51-52.

This argument is foreclosed Bfeasant Grove City v. Summut®9 S. Ct.
1125 (2009) — an opinion in which Justice Breyemgd. The Court explained that
a government entity that accepts a privately dahateonument “does not
necessarily endorse the specific meaning that amicplar donor sees in the
monument.”ld. at 1136. The government entity may actually wantanvey a
message that is “quite different from those ofeaititis creator or its donorld. In
fact, the Court recognized, the message conveyed impnument “may change
over time” — and the Court used war memorials apecific example of how
people “reinterpret” the meaning of monuments ase$p and history changekl.
(quoting James M. MaydVar Memorials as Political Landscape: The American
Experience and Beyon89 (1988)). Thus, it is impossible to impose &/ate
organization’s motives for erecting a monument lo@ government’s decision to
permit it. The Appellants’ suggestion otherwisewholly improper. See also
United States v. X-Citement Video, [n§13 U.S. 64, 73 (1994) (“[W]e do not
impute to Congress an intent to pass legislatiat tB inconsistent with the
Constitution.”);Card, 520 F.3d at 1020 (und®fan Orden the “City’s intent is the

key . .. and [this Court] will not infer a non-segr purpose.”).
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CONCLUSION

For more than two hundred and twenty-five yeardlions of Americans
have sacrificed their lives for their country. Tiheiemory will long endure, etched
in granite and marble, chiseled with a permanehaé ¢choes their valiant lives.
Each man and woman who fought our Nation’s warsgawe their lives in service
Is remembered in local, state, and national war ames. This includes those
unknown soldiers who find their only recognitiontire Tomb of the Unknowns,
forever solemnly guarded and honored with a simpéeription capturing their
lives and their deaths — “Here Rests In HonorednGln American Soldier
Known But to God*

The nature of armed combat for the survival of @uilization and national
heritage requires us to search within ourselves @mdculture to identify the
common threads that bind us together, not seeketie social division by tearing
down the memorials that stand for the sacrificiahtdbutions of countless
veterans and their familieSee Eugene Sand & Gravel, Inc. v. City of Eug2iié
Or. 1007, 1022 (1976) (“[A] monument with a crossan appropriate symbol of
sacrifice by men who gave their lives for their oy in time of war.”).

It is disheartening and distressing to think thdington National Cemetery,

* The U.S. Army Military District of WashingtonTomb of the Unknowns
http://www.army.mil/oldguard/core/specplt/tomb.htrflast visited March 16,
2009).
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and America’s other military burial grounds aroutié globe, may be gutted
because there are those who ignore the unique h&aycrtoss has universally
honored the choice our soldiers made to lay dowveir fives for the good of the
rest of us. If we cannot publicly acknowledge tNiation’s religious history and
heritage to honor those who have made the ultimateifice, how can we as a
Nation ever look into the face of youth to call npbto once again return to the
altar of freedom and offer the same sacrifice gigmenerations before?

No memorial, however brilliantly conceived, cannegent the sentiments of
all those it means to serve. But the Establishrdmtise should not be misused as
a tool to reduce such sentiments to the lowest comaenominator of sadness and
gloom. Memorials exist not just to convey that ffuaith perished, end of story.
Most people crave more than that; they crave teenal hope that those who

perished did so for something greater than theraselv
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