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SUMMARY

The Oklahoma Supreme Court held that a Ten Commandments monument placed on the Oklahoma
State Capitol grounds violated Article 2, Section 5 of the Oklahoma Constitution, which prohibits the
use of public money or property for the benefit or support of a system of religion. The court reversed
the district court's summary judgment, enjoined the monument, and directed that it be removed.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether placement of the Ten Commandments monument on the Oklahoma State Capitol grounds
violated Article 2, Section 5 of the Oklahoma Constitution.

2. Whether the district court properly entered summary judgment for the Oklahoma Capitol Preservation
Commission and denied injunctive relief.

HOLDINGS

1. The monument violated Article 2, Section 5 because its placement on public property operated for the
use, benefit, or support of a sect or system of religion.

2. Federal Establishment Clause jurisprudence did not control the interpretation or application of Article 2,
Section 5 of the Oklahoma Constitution.

3. The district court's summary judgment was improper and had to be reversed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The plain intent of Article 2, Section 5 is to ban State Government, its officials, and its subdivisions from
using public money or property for the benefit of any religious purpose.” (¶ 4)

“Because the monument at issue operates for the use, benefit or support of a sect or system of religion, it
violates Article 2, Section 5 of the Oklahoma Constitution and is enjoined and shall be removed.” (¶ 7)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A Ten Commandments monument, donated by an Oklahoma citizen, was placed on the Oklahoma State Capitol
grounds pursuant to a legislative act signed by the Governor. The citizens challenged the placement under Article
2, Section 5 of the Oklahoma Constitution, which prohibits the use of public money or property for the benefit or
support of a religious system. No public funds were used to acquire the monument.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Oklahoma County District Court entered summary judgment for the Oklahoma Capitol Preservation
Commission and denied the citizens' request for an injunction. The Supreme Court of Oklahoma retained the
appeal, reviewed the constitutional issue and summary judgment de novo, reversed the district court, enjoined
the monument, directed that it be removed, and remanded for further proceedings consistent with the opinion.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The matter was remanded for further proceedings consistent with the opinion; the monument was enjoined and
directed to be removed.
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