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there is a historical practice of declining direct funding of clergy, but there is also a historical 
practice of allowing worship in publicly available government buildings.  Pet. Reh’g 7-12. 

 
Third, Galloway confirms that the government excessively entangles itself with religion 

when it “seek[s] to define permissible categories of religious speech” in a forum.  Slip Op. 14; 
see also id. at 12-13.  Here, the panel majority erred by ruling that the City may permit groups to 
teach religion, pray, sing hymns, and advocate beliefs—all elements of a worship service—but 
prohibit groups from conducting “religious worship services.”  Maj. Op. 6, ECF 195.  This 
excessively entangles the City with religion.  Pet. Reh’g 12. 

 
Thus, Plaintiffs-Appellees respectfully request that the Court consider Galloway and 

grant their petition for rehearing en banc. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

/s/ Jordan W. Lorence     
Jordan W. Lorence 
Counsel for Plaintiffs-Appellees 
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