
Examples of where there was a need for RFRA or where it has been applied 
 

1. A Jehovah’s Witness who lived in Kansas needed a liver transplant; her religion did not allow 
blood transfusions. A neighboring state had a non-blood transfusion liver transplant; however 
Kansas denied her request to get the out-of-state procedure. Kansas did not have RFRA.  

 
Since there was no state RFRA, they had to litigate because there was no clearly applicable 
legal standard (just like in Indiana). She died in the process. If Kansas had adopted the RFRA 
standard, there would have been a clear direction for the state and the courts. 

 
See Stinemetz v. Kansas Health Policy Authority, 252 P.3d 141 (Kan. Ct. App. 2011) 

 
2. In a 2012 decision, a court ruled that the Pennsylvania RFRA protected the outreach ministry 

of a group of Philadelphia churches, ruling that the city of Philadelphia could not bar them 
from feeding homeless individuals.  The religious rights of the churches to serve the homeless 
outweighed the government’s interest in health regulations. 

 
See Chosen 300 Ministries, Inc. v. City of Philadelphia, 2012 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 112046 (E.D. 

Pa. Aug. 9, 2012) 

 
3. A Muslim prisoner was asked to shave his beard to comply with prison regulations. It was 

against the prisoner’s religion to shave off his beard.  
 

The U.S. Supreme Court used the Federal RFRA to side with the prisoner because the beard 
posed no security risk. 

 
See Holt v. Hobbs, 135 S. Ct. 853 (2015) 

 
 

4. Obamacare required Hobby Lobby to pay employees’ abortion-inducing drugs. The U. S. 
Supreme Court concluded that RFRA entitled the owners to an exemption from the regulation 
because the religious accommodation would not require any of the female employees to do 
without. 

 
See Burwell v. Hobby Lobby Stores, Inc., 134 S. Ct. 2751 (2014) 
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https://www.paed.uscourts.gov/documents/opinions/12D0799P.pdf
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