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free exercise of religion is substantially burdened; and

(2) to provide a claim or defense to persons whose religious
exercise is substantially burdened by government.

Sec. 3. Free Exercise of Religion Protected.
(a) In General : Government shall not substantially burden a person's exercise
of religion even if the burden results from a rule of general applicability, except

as provided in subsection (b).

(b) Exception : Government may substantially burden a person's exercise of
religion only if it demonstrates that application of the burden to the person--

(1) is in furtherance of a compelling governmental interest; and
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Sec. 6. Applicability .

(a) In General .--This Act applies to all Federal and State law, and the
implementation of that law, whether statutory or otherwise, and whether
adopted before or after the enactment of this Act .

(b) Rule of Construction .--Federal statutory law adopted after the date of the
enactment of this Act is subject to this Act unless such law explicitly excludes
such application by reference to this Act .

(c) Religious Belief Unaffected. --Nothing in this Act shall be construed to
authorize any government to burden any religious belief.

Sec. 7. Establishment Clause Unaffected

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to affect, interpret, or in any way address that portion
of the First Amendment prohibiting laws respecting the establishment of religion (referred to
in this section as the 'Establishment Clause'). Granting government funding, benefits, or
exemptions, to the extent permissible under the Establishment Clause, shall not constitute a
violation of this Act. As used in this section, the term 'granting’, used with respect to
government funding, benefits, or exemptions, does not include the denial of government
funding, benefits, or exemptions.

Religous Freedom Restoration Act Declared Unconstitutional!

The United States Supreme Court declared the Religious Freedom Restoration Act to be
unconstitution in a 6 to 3 decision on June 25, 1997 in the case of City of Boerne, Texas V.
Flores.
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CHURCH OF LUKUMI BABALU AYE v. CITY OF HIALEAH, 508 U.S. 520
(1993)

508 U.S. 520

CHURCH OF LUKUMI BABALU AYE, INC.v. CITY OF HIALEAH



JUSTICE KENNEDY delivered the opinion of th@@t with respect to Parts I, lI1A-1, 1I-A-3,
[I-B, Ill, and IV, concluding that the laws in question were enacted contrary to free exercise
principles, and they are void. Pp. 531-noaiws uc542iws7.
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