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Introduction and summary

Twenty-five years ago, the federal Religious Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA) was
signed into law to clarify and expand upon the right to religious liberty. RFRA out-
lines that the government “should not substantially burden religious exercise without
compelling justification” and that it should only do so if it furthers a compelling gov-
ernmental interest in the least restrictive way possible.' The purpose of this law is “to
protect the free exercise of religion” while clearly defining and more robustly protect-
ing the right of religious liberty for all Americans.” It passed with widespread, biparti-
san support and was triumphed among faith communities, civil rights advocates, and
politicians alike.? Since the passing of the federal RFRA, 21 states have mirrored the

federal statute to adopt similar legislation.*

In 2014, however, the U.S. Supreme Court decision in Burwell v. Hobby Lobby marked
amajor shift in the interpretation of religious exemptions from religiously neutral laws.
Rather than simply protecting the rights of religious people, RFRA was expanded and
misused to discriminate. By treating two for-profit corporations—craft chain Hobby
Lobby and furniture-maker Conestoga Wood Specialties—Ilike individuals with the right
to free exercise of religion, the ruling allowed the religious beliefs of the company owners
to override those of their employees, rescinding employees’ access to no-cost contracep-
tive health coverage to which they are entitled under federal law.* The ruling affected
thousands of employees, and it expanded the use of religious exemptions by redefining
the scope of federal RFRA protections to include for-profit corporations. The legacy of
the Hobby Lobby decision has continued under the Trump administration as religious
liberty is misused to discriminate against vulnerable communities, such as religious

minorities, nonreligious people, people of color, women, and the LGBTQ community.*

The United States was founded on the principle of religious liberty—a principle that is
now under threat. At the nation’s outset, lawmakers established a unique society with-
out a government-established religion, which is cemented in the First Amendment to
the Constitution, and sanctioned rights for religious people.” They also protected the
rights of religious institutions and ensured that all Americans could express a diverse

range of beliefs without interference from the government.® In recent years, however,
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the right to religious liberty has increasingly been exploited and misused in order to
favor the interests of select, privileged conservative Protestant Christians over the

basic rights of the most vulnerable Americans.’

The principle of religious liberty should extend to all people, not only ones who
come from a specific set of religious beliefs. A 2014 study from the Pew Research
Center reveals that the religious landscape in the United States is changing.'* As

the Christian population is declining—particularly among mainline Protestants

and Catholics—the number of adults who do not identify with a specific religion is
growing." With the changing demographics of Americans and their religious con-
nections, it is even more important that people of all faiths and people of no faith are

granted the fundamental right to religious liberty.

Protecting religious liberty continues to be a priority for a majority of Americans:
Almost two-thirds believe that there should be a “strict separation” between church
and state, and nine out of 10 agree that the United States was founded with univer-
sal religious freedom that extends to people of all religions.'* Policymakers have an
opportunity and a responsibility to enact policies that will ensure the right of religious
liberty for all Americans without infringing on the rights and religious freedoms of
others. This report provides a menu of administrative and legislative options at the
federal, state, and local levels to ensure that the right to religious liberty extends to all
Americans—not solely those with the loudest voices, most power, or strongest politi-
cal connections. In America—a country that has codified the necessity of freedom of
religion for all—religious liberty policies should reflect the moral values of equality,

inclusion, and freedom for all to live without fear of discrimination.
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The Trump administration’s
widespread reinterpretation
of the law

Though the U.S. Supreme Court has long recognized that religious freedom should
not be interpreted to permit harm on others, the Trump administration has rede-
fined the extent of religious liberty protections, establishing a broad license to
discriminate.” Former Attorney General Jeff Sessions’ guidance on “Federal Law
Protections for Religious Liberty”—which he claimed would clarify the existing
protections regarding religious liberty—serves as the groundwork for writing dis-
criminatory actions into law. The guidance prioritizes religious exemptions over all
other rights, and it defines the constitutional and statutory protections of religious
liberty broadly so that they can be widely implemented. For example, previous anal-
ysis by the Center for American Progress found at least 87 regulations, 16 agency
guidance documents, and 55 federal programs and services that the guidance could
undermine—most of which the Obama administration created to advance LGBTQ_
equality and prohibit federally funded programs from discriminating, including on
the basis of religion.'* The guidance establishes an overarching license to discrimi-
nate for the federal government. Moreover, it puts vulnerable populations at risk of

being denied equal treatment under the law.

Since the announcement of the guidance on May 4, 2017—the National Day of
Prayer—the Trump administration has continued to use religious liberty to justify
discrimination."® In July 2018, former Attorney General Sessions announced the
creation of a Religious Liberty Task Force, which, according to Sessions, will ensure
that “all Justice Department components are upholding that guidance in the cases
they bring and defend, the arguments they make in court, the policies and regula-
tions they adopt, and how we conduct our operations.”’® The purpose of the task
force is to enforce the 2017 religious liberty guidance from the U.S. Department of
Justice, yet such enforcement could promote a license to discriminate on the basis
of religious liberty. These and similar initiatives erode the original intent of religious
liberty—ironically, in the name of religious liberty—in order to validate discrimina-

tion against the most vulnerable communities.
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The exploitation of religious liberty
to deny access to health care

Trump administration officials such as Roger Severino, director of the Office for Civil
Rights (OCR) at the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS), have
tried to codify the favoring of religious liberty over other rights.'” Much of the push
behind these efforts has stemmed from Severino’s Conscience and Religious Freedom
Division, which was announced in January 2018.'® His stated objective is to allow
health care workers and institutions to deny patients access to health care if they claim
that providing such care would be in conflict with their religious beliefs."”” Conscience
protections for health care workers—codified in the Weldon Amendment and oth-
ers—date back to the 1970s, yet they have evolved over time to privilege religious
beliefs over all other rights.*® Health care institutions also have a responsibility to
protect patients’ well-being, which should not be neglected via policies that privilege

religious beliefs over patient health and safety.

The role of religion in health care exemptions is no more striking than in Catholic
hospitals. According to a 2016 count, Catholic hospitals hold 1 in 6 hospital beds in
the United States.*" This number has increased over time because of the high num-
bers of Catholic and secular hospital mergers that have taken place in recent years.??
When hospitals merge, oftentimes some or all of their policies will also merge. Policies
that govern Catholic hospitals, also known as “directives,” are issued by the U.S.
Conference of Catholic Bishops (USCCB) for the hundreds of Catholic hospitals in
the United States.”® The directives can be implemented differently at varying hospitals,
as the local bishop is responsible for interpreting the guidelines.** Although federal law
prohibits hospitals from denying emergency care to patients through the Emergency
Medical Treatment and Active Labor Act (EMTALA), some Catholic hospitals will
limit essential reproductive health services—including contraception, sterilization,
abortion, and treatments for infertility—even in circumstances of miscarriage or other

pregnancy complications, such as bleeding, infection, or excruciating pain.*

Of course, a health care institution’s grounding in a certain faith is not inherently harm-
ful. Rather, it becomes a concern if the institution lacks transparency on how its faith
background may affect its policies in ways that could have repercussions on patients’
ability to access necessary health-related services. A New York Times analysis of 652
websites of U.S. Catholic hospitals found that on nearly two-thirds of the websites, “it
took more than three clicks from the home page to determine that the hospital was
Catholic.”?® And in many cases, hospitals are portraying themselves more secularly by
removing religious icons and imagery and by changing their names.”” For example, San
Francisco-based Catholic Healthcare West changed its name to Dignity Health in 2012,
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and as a result, patients may not be aware that they are seeking services at a Catholic
hospital.* Women may unknowingly plan to deliver their babies at hospitals that do
not offer tubal ligation services due to policies based on religious objections.”” Tubal
ligations, which are safe and commonly performed contraceptive procedures,* are
safest and most effective when they are performed directly after delivery.*' Yet some
women have learned that these services were not offered at the hospital while on the
operating table after an emergency cesarean section.’> Moreover, it is important that
this information is transparent for the women who most often seek care at Catholic
hospitals. In 19 states, women of color are more likely than their white counterparts

to go to a Catholic hospital to give birth.** As a population that already faces health
disparities—including high rates of infant and maternal mortality—women of color
enter hospitals at a higher risk of having poor outcomes during their pregnancy and
delivery than their white counterparts.** Hospitals should be transparent with current
and potential patients regarding the extent to which the directives are followed. Access
to such information could lead a patient to gather more details about the directives and

how they may limit the care provided to them.

The Affordable Care Act (ACA) requires that hospitals provide their health care ser-
vices to all people, regardless of their race, sexual orientation, gender identity, or sex.
Yet the expansion of exemptions in health care disproportionately harms vulnerable
communities, such as women—particularly women of color—and LGBTQ individu-
als. Previous CAP research analyzed closed complaints of discrimination based on
sexual orientation, sex stereotyping related to sexual orientation, and gender identity.*®
The analysis revealed that the majority of patients who filed these complaints were
denied care that was unrelated to transition-related treatments solely because of their
gender identity.* For transgender patients, such exemptions could create challenges to
accessing proper health care. In a recent example, a transgender patient was scheduled
for a hysterectomy at Dignity Health, yet the procedure was considered to be steriliza-
tion and therefore was canceled.*” According to the doctor in private practice who
scheduled the procedure, the hospital routinely allows hysterectomies for cisgender
patients.*® The American Civil Liberties Union sued the hospital, arguing that with-
holding necessary medical services based on a patient’s identity violates California’s
Unruh Civil Rights Act;* the case is still active.*

The gradual dismantling of the Affordable Care Act

Two final rules on religious and moral exemptions to the contraceptive coverage require-
ment set forth under the ACA carve out conscience protections for employers that allow

them to withhold contraceptive coverage requirement services to their employees based
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on “sincerely held religious beliefs” and “non-religious moral convictions.”*' The Trump
administration moved forward with finalizing the rules, even though two federal district
courts enjoined them.* In January 2019, two federal judges ruled against the birth
control rule—one in California with a partial injunction, and another in Pennsylvania
with a nationwide injunction.* Judge Wendy Beetlestone, the federal judge in the
Pennsylvania case, cited that RFRA does not allow for this carve-out of contraceptive
coverage. These types of exemptions could create a path for health care providers to pick
and choose to whom services are provided and which types of services are offered. The
exemptions from these rules would be applicable to many types of institutions, including
higher education institutions.* For example, some institutions have conflated abortion
and contraception in order to justify the reduction of available birth control services via
religious exemptions. In early 2018, the University of Notre Dame—a private Catholic
university—stated in a letter that it would only include “simple contraceptives (i.e.,
drugs designed to prevent conception)” in its contraception coverage under the school’s
health insurance plans and that it would not offer what it calls “abortion-inducing drugs,”
which include emergency contraceptives such as ella, Plan B, and some intrauterine
devices (IUDs).* The letter notes that the decision was made based on the university’s
“fidelity to [its] Catholic mission.”* This letter does not clarify what constitutes “simple”
contraception and reinforces the misconception that certain contraceptives—such as
Plan B and IUDs—induce abortion.*” In addition, individuals cannot always seek health
care services at the hospital of their choosing, and a patient’s decision to seek care at a
certain hospital is often done out of necessity due to a lack of other options.* Religious
exemptions should not be used to override nondiscrimination protections in any venue,

particularly in the case of health care.

The Trump administration will likely continue these efforts by rewriting religious
liberty protections in new rules. The administration has recently lauded their efforts in
a press release from HHS “to protect life and conscience” by curtailing abortion rights
and promoting overly broad religious exemptions.* Moreover, a rule entitled “Ensuring
Equal Treatment for Faith-Based Organizations” is on the regulatory agenda for HHS.*
The rule is based on input from a request for information (RFI) in which some medi-
cal providers stated that their faith was in conflict with providing health services to
everyone. For example, one commenter representing a faith-based medical school,
Liberty University College of Osteopathic Medicine, said, “We cannot comply with the
Obama-era transgender mandate that requires us to put aside conscience convictions
and medical judgment.”>' Another commenter outlined concerns about “the transgen-
der mandate” and the harms of “hormonal treatment and possibly surgical treatment

for gender dysphoria,” noting that due to her affiliation with a faith-based organization,
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Catholic Health Initiatives, she would likely face little repercussion if she declined a
patient’s request to “provide gender-changing treatments.”>> The Christian Medical
Association and Freedom2Care submitted a comment on behalf of almost 50,000
members and constituents, raising concerns that nondiscrimination measures in the
ACA “opened the door to widespread discrimination against individuals and organiza-
tions of faith.”>* HHS plans to issue a new rule in line with the administration’s official
statements on protections for religious liberty, which includes Sessions’ guidance.** The
guidance has served as a blueprint for the Trump administration to chip away at nondis-

crimination protections under the guise of protecting religious liberty.

The exploitation of religious liberty to discriminate
against foster and adoptive parents

On the state level, religious liberty has been used to discriminate in taxpayer-funded
child welfare programs such as adoption and foster care services. In response to mar-
riage equality, states have begun to pass laws that allow these child welfare programs to
deny services through religious exemptions.* As a result, LGBTQ parents have been
refused the opportunity to adopt and foster children from faith-based child welfare
providers. In the past three years alone, seven states have passed laws to allow taxpayer-
funded child welfare programs to refuse to work with LGBTQ prospective parents if

they assert a refusal based on religious reasons.*

Most recently, the Trump administration announced that South Carolina foster
agencies are not required to comply with federal nondiscrimination rules barring
discrimination on the basis of religion, even if they receive federal funding.’” This is
a clear violation of the separation of church and state. As a result, prospective foster
parents from Jewish, Catholic, and other non-Protestant Christian backgrounds
have been denied the opportunity to welcome foster children into their homes.>®
While the administration claims to be advancing religious liberty by supporting the
Protestant foster care agency, it is in fact condoning the violation of the religious

liberty of numerous prospective foster parents.

In addition, some state laws allow child welfare programs to refuse certain medical
treatments to LGBTQ_children.*® This issue of religious liberty and child welfare
was brought to the federal level in July 2018 with the introduction of the so-called
Aderholt amendment, which sought to allow child welfare providers to discriminate
on the basis of religion.® Ultimately, it was removed from the House appropriations
bill in the final vote.®'
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It is against the best interests of children to deny them potential loving families and
proper medical care.®” In addition, taxpayers save nearly $29,000 per year for every
child that is adopted from foster care and therefore does not age out of the child wel-
fare system.®® An organization’s stated religious values should not take precedence over

children having access to loving families and proper health care services.
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Threats to the separation
of church and state

By threatening to erode the separation of church and state at both the federal and

state levels, the Trump administration has privileged a certain set of religious beliefs
and political goals over the rights of many. This has not only laid the groundwork to
redefine the extent of the law and the scope of religious exemptions, but also threat-
ened the very definition of America’s foundational principles of religious liberty and

the separation of church and state.

Eroding religious liberty in order to form dark money channels

At the 2017 National Prayer Breakfast, President Donald Trump declared his inten-
tion to repeal the Johnson Amendment, a critical measure that ensures that houses of
worship can maintain their sanctity by being free from political influence.** He said,
“I'will get rid of, and totally destroy, the Johnson Amendment and allow our repre-
sentatives of faith to speak freely and without fear of retribution.”® The amendment’s
repeal would allow houses of worship to accept tax-deductible monetary contributions
for partisan purposes, including political endorsement or opposition of candidates.*
Moreover, more than 100 religious groups, 4,000 faith leaders from all 50 states, and
5,000 nonprofits oppose the repeal of the Johnson Amendment.” It would distort the
core mission of houses of worship from sacred spaces of prayer, healing, comfort, and

community to partisan venues with a political agenda.

Republican members of Congress and conservative activists such as Liberty University
President Jerry Falwell Jr. and Faith & Freedom Coalition Chairman Ralph Reed
advocated for its repeal through a provision in the 2017 Tax Cuts and Jobs Act.®®
Ultimately, the bill did not include a repeal of the Johnson Amendment, but President
Trump has continued to advocate for its repeal.”” He proclaimed at a White House din-
ner for evangelical leaders that it is “interfering with your First Amendment rights.””
Trump and his administration threaten to eliminate a protection that is crucial for all

Americans, whether or not they are self-identifying people of faith.
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Redefining religious liberty as a right provided to only a select few

While the Trump administration claims to be in pursuit of religious liberty, it has
instead prioritized a specific set of conservative Protestant Christian beliefs over all
others. Its efforts have extended far beyond the precedents set by both Burwell v.
Hobby Lobby, which expanded who is eligible for RFRA protections and how they
will be granted,” and Trinity Lutheran Church v. Cromer, which the Trump adminis-
tration has attempted to expand in cases that pertain to when the government can or
cannot exclude religious organizations from funding.”” In the 2017 Supreme Court
case Masterpiece Cakeshop v. Colorado Civil Rights Commission, Charlie Craig and
David Mullins sought to purchase their wedding cake at Masterpiece Cakeshop in
Colorado, yet the baker refused to sell the cake after realizing that they were a same-sex
couple. The Trump administration did not play a neutral role in determining whether
the right to free speech permits businesses to discriminate in this case.” Through an
amicus brief, the Department of Justice urged the U.S. Supreme Court to side with
the baker, despite standing civil rights laws.” This argument is not in line with the fact
that a majority of American people of faith are opposed to all forms of discrimina-
tion, including, specifically, business owners refusing to serve consumers when they
object to their sexual orientation or gender identity.”> Moreover, polling has consis-
tently shown that a strong majority of Americans believe that businesses should not
be allowed to deny services to potential customers based on gender identity or sexual
orientation.” This is consistent with precedential U.S. Supreme Court decisions,
which clarify that the scope of religious liberty stops when it begins to harm another
individual.”” Although it is not out of the ordinary for the federal government to file a
briefin a constitutional case, it is unusual for the Justice Department to argue for the
constitutional right to discriminate.”® Ultimately, the Supreme Court’s narrow ruling
did not set precedence to allow businesses to discriminate against LGBTQ people, but

it did narrowly rule in favor of the baker.

Soon after the Masterpiece decision, however, the U.S. Supreme Court chose to ignore
President Trump’s infringements upon religious liberty when it ruled that the United
States can deny travel and entry from individuals from certain predominantly Muslim
countries.” As one of the first defining acts of his then-new administration, Trump
instituted a “total and complete shutdown of Muslims entering the United States.”*
While the religious liberty of the Christian baker in Masterpiece was prioritized over
the rights of a same-sex couple, the freedom of Muslim individuals to travel and enter

the United States was deemed a threat.
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Data suggest a disconnect between which religious groups believe that their religious
liberty is being threatened and those who are actually subject to the most harm due

to religious discrimination. Most Americans do not believe that religious liberty is
currently being threatened in America.®' However, a majority of white evangelical
Protestants—69 percent—disagree and believe that religious liberty is under threat.®
In addition, 57 percent of white evangelical Protestants believe that Christians face dis-
crimination in America, while only 44 percent of the same group believe that Muslims
face discrimination.*® Though white evangelical Protestants perceive victimization most
strongly, other religious groups are being harmed by religious-based discrimination, and
even hate crimes, more frequently. Analysis of FBI hate crime data from 2017 reveals
that almost 80 percent of all incidents of religiously motivated hate crimes that year
were motivated by anti-Jewish or anti-Muslim bias.** Yet both the executive and judicial
branches of government have prioritized the alleged discrimination faced by some

white evangelical Protestants over the outsized number of threats that other groups face.

Privileging conservative Christian views in state legislatures

Many of the same individuals who claim their religious liberty is under threat are
actively working to enshrine their own religious beliefs into state law. Some conserva-
tive Christian organizations are working on an erosion of the separation of church and
state through state legislatures. For example, Project Blitz, a campaign that showcases
a playbook of 20 model bills created by a conglomerate of Christian-right groups—
WallBuilders, the Congressional Prayer Caucus Foundation, and the National Legal
Foundation—TIays out a policy agenda to attack an inclusive vision of religious lib-
erty.” The campaign’s stated purpose and mission includes protecting “traditional
Judeo-Christian religious values and beliefs in the public square.”® Bills that require
public spaces to privilege a specific set of religious beliefs do not respect the increasing
diversity of religions and beliefs in America. Those who have vocalized their reason-

able opposition to Project Blitz’s bills have been cast as anti-religious or unpatriotic.*’

Based on analysis from Americans United for Separation of Church and State, 74 bills
were introduced in 2018 that followed Project Blitz’s model legislation or covered
similar goals.** Among other things, these bills promoted religion in public schools,
threatened marriage equality, and denied adoptive and foster homes on the basis of
religion. The entities behind Project Blitz organize prayer caucuses in statehouses to
ensure that state legislators hear their ideas.* By introducing seemingly innocuous
bills, such as those that require public schools to post the national motto, “In God We
Trust,” Project Blitz attempts to lay the groundwork for harmful legislation that privi-

leges their conservative Christian views over all others.
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The misuse of religious liberty has prioritized some political goals and religious
beliefs over the importance of the separation of church and state. These efforts,
spearheaded by the Trump administration, have affected houses of worship and
religious institutions, the courts, and laws at both the federal and state level. Policies
must be put in place to ensure that religious liberty is used to protect—not harm—

communities across the country.
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Policies and practices to reinstate
a balanced and inclusive vision
of religious liberty

Policymakers at all levels have the opportunity to create structures for a more balanced
vision of religious liberty in America. Legislative options at the federal and state levels
can explicitly codify nondiscrimination protections, while initiatives at the local level can
pave the way for future policies and greater levels of public understanding. Most impor-
tantly, policies must respect religious beliefs without harming or infringing on the rights
of others. Through options like the examples below, policymakers can create the frame-

work for a balanced, inclusive vision of religious liberty throughout the United States.

Clarify that RFRA is not intended
to be a tool to discriminate

The recently reintroduced Do No Harm Act would amend the federal RFRA to pro-
hibit granting exemptions to civil rights laws that could cause third-party harm.* It
would help to ensure that populations particularly vulnerable to the abuse of religious
liberty are legally protected from such discrimination. Moreover, it would help to
restore a balanced interpretation of religious liberty in which laws serve as a shield for

religious freedom and religion cannot be used as a justification for discrimination.

State RFRAs should explicitly balance religious protections with nondiscrimina-
tion language.” For example, Texas’ RFRA contains provisions to ensure that it is
not used to avoid pre-existing civil rights protections, stating: “The protection of
religious freedom afforded by this chapter is in addition to the protections provided
under federal law and the constitutions of this state and the United States.””> New
state RFRAs should include specific language outlining the limits of the RFRA so
that vulnerable communities are not put at risk. Meanwhile, existing state RFRAs

should look to add similar language.
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Ensure that religious exemptions
do not undermine patient health

All hospitals should be required to clearly provide a list of services that they do not
offer. For example, Washington state requires that hospitals make this information
accessible on their websites—only posting it on the corporate parent site is not accept-
able. As is the case in Washington, this information should be “readily accessible to

the public, without requiring a login or other restriction.”* In doing so, policymakers
would ensure that health care providers are required to clarify the types of services
they do and do not provide and would allow for patients to enter these hospitals better
informed. In addition, local policymakers should clarify and explicitly state that it is
against federal law to deny emergency reproductive health care.’ States should also
require that hospital mergers and acquisitions retain vital health services, including

reproductive health care.”®

Prohibit for-profit business corporations from
claiming exemptions from anti-discrimination laws

The Massachusetts No Excuses for Corporate Discrimination Act—also known as

H. 767—attempts to provide a solution to businesses claiming religious or secular
moral exemptions from anti-discrimination laws.” The bill, which is currently under
consideration in the Massachusetts Legislature, would close the loophole that allows
for-profit business corporations to use claims of religious freedom to challenge anti-
discrimination law, which have only recently started to be successful following the
2014 Hobby Lobby decision.”” H. 767 specifically applies to business corporations and
not to nonprofit organizations, which include religious organizations. State law grants
business corporations their existence, powers, and conditions of operations.”® As a
result, states have an opportunity to implement legislation to ensure that for-profit
corporations are not using claims of religious freedom to justify discrimination. H. 767
also would protect people from being discriminated against on the basis of religion
since, under current law, for-profit business corporations can discriminate against an
individual during the hiring process only to claim later that the laws against discrimi-
nation in hiring do not apply because of the owner or corporation’ religious beliefs.
Overall, this bill attempts to ensure that anti-discrimination laws are not subject to

corporate claims for exemptions based on religious or moral beliefs.
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Extend nondiscrimination laws at the federal level

The passing of the recently reintroduced Equality Act would extend nondiscrimina-
tion laws at the federal level to apply to everyone, including LGBTQ people.” Seventy
percent of Americans already agree that a federal law is necessary to protect LGBTQ_
people from discrimination in areas such as public accommodations, employment,
housing, and credit.'” The LGBTQ population has long been subject to discrimina-
tion on the basis of certain religious-based claims, and as a result, they should be

included in specific nondiscrimination protections.

Consult faith communities in local policymaking
and foster interfaith dialogue

Local faith communities should be consulted in local policymaking in order to respond
to their concerns and establish a formalized path of communication. For example,
Maryland’s Montgomery County Office of Community Partnerships houses the Faith
Community Advisory Council (FCAC), which “ensures that the county executive is well
informed of and able to act effectively in responding to the needs and concerns of faith
communities, and to work collaboratively with government, nonprofits, and community
organizations.”'*" Through working groups like the Religious Land Use Working Group,
the Faith Community Working Group, and the Neighbors in Need Working Group, the
FCAC advises the county executive on the needs and concerns of members of the faith
community in Montgomery County.'” The council represents a diverse range of faith
traditions in order to ensure that the many voices of the faith community are considered
in policymaking. Other counties and local governments should adopt a similar working
group model while also ensuring that less-often heard voices are included in policymak-

ing decisions—such as those of atheists, women, LGBTQ people, and people of color.

As the Christian-identifying population in the United States declines and populations
of those who identify as other faiths or are religiously unaffiliated grow, interfaith edu-
cation and understanding become even more important.'” Local governments have
the opportunity to implement paths for interfaith involvement and consultation on

local religious liberty-related issues.

Several state and local governments are also engaging faith leaders on local issues
through the creation of interfaith task forces. For example, New York Governor Andrew
Cuomo (D) created an interfaith advisory council to receive input on achieving greater

interreligious understanding and promoting inclusivity and open-mindedness.'**
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Meanwhile, in Maryland, the Governor’s Office of Community Initiatives builds inter-
faith partnerships with local faith leaders and organizations on issues such as home-
lessness, poverty, and domestic violence prevention.'” Groups like these should be
consulted on addressing local interfaith issues—similar to how Atlanta Mayor Maynard
Jackson (D) implemented the groundwork for an interfaith chaplaincy with the support
of local, diverse clergy.'® A successful interfaith task force should promote opportunities
for listening and gathering. For example, the Interfaith Council of Southern Nevada’s
Mayors Prayer Breakfast gathers more than 500 civic and religious leaders to celebrate
the region’s diversity and explore solutions to community problems."”” Local interfaith
task forces provide an opportunity for consultation and engagement from local faith

leaders and organizations, thus promoting an inclusive vision of religious liberty.
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Conclusion

Administrative and legislative options exist at the federal, state, and local levels

to ensure that religious liberty is not used as a justification for discrimination.
Policymakers should ensure that laws like the Religious Freedom Restoration Act
uphold the right to religious liberty while also ensuring that populations particularly
vulnerable to the abuse of religious liberty are legally protected from such discrimina-
tion. This menu of policy options serves as a model to create and maintain protec-
tions ensuring that the original intentions of religious liberty are upheld. These policy
options would protect many people from the potential harm of a warped application
of religious liberty—particularly populations that are most vulnerable, such as women,

people of color, religious minorities, and LGBTQ individuals.

Religious liberty must extend to the growing and changing diversity of the American
public. Its misuse, currently spearheaded by the Trump administration, has prioritized
certain political goals and religious beliefs and will have lasting impacts on houses

of worship, religious institutions, the courts, and laws at the federal, state, and local
levels. If policymakers do not ensure that religious liberty protects the free exercise of
religion for all Americans, it will continue to be weaponized as a tool for discrimina-
tion and political gain and weaken nondiscrimination protections. Religious liberty
must include the everyone; it should not be a tool to ensure that only a specific set of

religious beliefs and communities are prioritized above others.

17 Center for American Progress |



About the authors

Emily London is a research assistant for the Faith and Progressive Policy Initiative at the

Center for American Progress.

Maggie Siddiqi is the director of the Faith and Progressive Policy Initiative at the Center.

Acknowledgments

The authors would like to thank Osub Ahmed, Frank Bewkes, Maura Calsyn, Laura
Durso, Sharita Gruberg, and Gabriel Lewis for their helpful guidance and contributions

to this report.

18 Center for American Progress |



Endnotes

1

1

N

w

N

v

(o)}

~

e

el

w

v

6

Religious Freedom Restoration Act, Public Law 141, 103rd
Cong., 1st sess. (November 16, 1993), available at https://
www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/STATUTE-107/pdf/STAT-
UTE-107-Pg1488.pdf.

Ibid.

Sharita Gruberg and others, “Religious Liberty for a Select
Few” (Washington: Center for American Progress, 2018),
available at https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/
uploads/2018/04/03074429/ReligiousExemptions-
report-5.pdf.

Don Byrd, “State RFRA bill tracker,” Baptist Joint Committee
for Religious Liberty, available at https://bjconline.org/
staterfratracker/ (last accessed March 2019).

Donna Barry and others, “A Blueprint for Reclaiming
Religious Liberty Post-Hobby Lobby” (Washington: Center
for American Progress, 2014), available at https://cdn.
americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/Reli-
giousLibertyReport.pdf.

Gruberg and others, “Religious Liberty for a Select Few.”
Ibid.

Barry and others, “A Blueprint for Reclaiming Religious
Liberty Post-Hobby Lobby."

Emily London and Maggie Siddiqi, “Reclaiming Religious
Freedom,” Center for American Progress, February 5, 2019,
available at https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/
religion/news/2019/02/05/465814/reclaiming-religious-
freedom/.

Pew Research Center, “America’s Changing Religious Land-
scape, available at http://www.pewforum.org/religious-
landscape-study/ (last accessed March 2019).

Ibid.

Robert P. Jones and others, “What it Means to American:
Attitudes in an Increasingly Diverse America Ten Years
after 9/11” (Washington: Governance Studies at Brook-
ings and Washington: Public Religion Research Institute,
2011), available at https://www.prri.org/wp-content/up-
loads/2011/09/Pluralism-2011-Brookings-Report.pdf.

Carolyn J. Davis and others, “Restoring the Balance: A
Progressive Vision of Religious Liberty Preserves the Rights
and Freedoms of All Americans” (Washington: Center for
American Progress, 2015), available at https://cdn.ameri-
canprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/20070051/
HobbyLobby2-reportB.pdf.

Gruberg and others, “Religious Liberty for a Select Few."

Executive Office of the President, “Executive Order 13798:
Presidential Executive Order Promoting Free Speech and
Religious Liberty,” Press release, May 4, 2017, available

at https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/
presidential-executive-order-promoting-free-speech-
religious-liberty/.

Jeff Sessions, “Attorney General Sessions Delivers
Remarks at the Department of Justice’s Religious Liberty
Summit,” U.S. Department of Justice, July 30, 2018, avail-
able at https://www.justice.gov/opa/speech/attorney-
general-sessions-delivers-remarks-department-justice-s-
religious-liberty-summit.

19 Center for American Progress |

17

20

2

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

3

32

3

w

Katie Hafner, “As Catholic Hospitals Expand, So Do Limits
on Some Procedures,” The New York Times, August 10, 2018,
available at https://www.nytimes.com/2018/08/10/health/
catholic-hospitals-procedures.html.

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, “HHS An-
nounces New Conscience and Religious Freedom Division,’
Press release, January 18, 2018, available at https://www.
hhs.gov/about/news/2018/01/18/hhs-ocr-announces-
new-conscience-and-religious-freedom-division.html.

Alison Kodjak, “Civil Rights Chief At HHS Defends The Right
To Refuse Care On Religious Grounds,” NPR, March 20,
2018, available at https://www.npr.org/sections/health-
shots/2018/03/20/591833000/civil-rights-chief-at-hhs-
defends-the-right-to-refuse-care-on-religious-grounds.

Hafner, “As Catholic Hospitals Expand, So Do Limits on
Some Procedures.”

Lois Uttley and Christine Khaikin, “Growth of Catholic
Hospitals and Health Systems: 2016 Update of the
Miscarriage of Medicine Report” (New York: MergerWatch,
2016), available at http://static1.1.sgspcdn.com/stati
c/f/816571/27061007/1465224862580/MW_Update-
2016-MiscarrOfMedicine-report.pdf?token=cHO2jBYG017
RabAXAdQXC4c9rps%3D.

Julia Kaye and others, “Health Care Denied: Patients and
Physicians Speak Out About Catholic Hospitals and the
Threat to Women'’s Health and Lives” (New York: Ameri-
can Civil Liberties Union, 2016), available at https://
www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_document/
healthcaredenied.pdf.

U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, “Ethical and Religious
Directives for Catholic Health Care Services” (Washington:
2009), available at http://www.usccb.org/issues-and-
action/human-life-and-dignity/health-care/upload/
Ethical-Religious-Directives-Catholic-Health-Care-Services-
fifth-edition-2009.pdf.

MergerWatch, “About Hospital Mergers,” available at http://
www.mergerwatch.org/about-hospital-mergers/ (last ac-
cessed March 2019).

Kaye and others, “Health Care Denied.”

Hafner, “As Catholic Hospitals Expand, So Do Limits on
Some Procedures.”

Ibid.

Ibid.

Kaye and others, “Health Care Denied.”

Guttmacher Institute, “Contraceptive Use in the United
States” (2015), available at https://www.guttmacher.org/
sites/default/files/pdfs/pubs/fb_contr_use.pdf.

Kaye and others, “Health Care Denied.”

Ibid.

Kira Shepherd and others, “Bearing Faith: The Limits of
Catholic Health Care for Women Of Color” (New York:
Public Rights/Private Conscience Project and New York:
Public Health Solutions, 2018), available at https://www.

law.columbia.edu/sites/default/files/microsites/gender-
sexuality/PRPCP/bearingfaith.pdf.


https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/STATUTE-107/pdf/STATUTE-107-Pg1488.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/STATUTE-107/pdf/STATUTE-107-Pg1488.pdf
https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/STATUTE-107/pdf/STATUTE-107-Pg1488.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/uploads/2018/04/03074429/ReligiousExemptions-report-5.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/uploads/2018/04/03074429/ReligiousExemptions-report-5.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/uploads/2018/04/03074429/ReligiousExemptions-report-5.pdf
https://bjconline.org/staterfratracker/
https://bjconline.org/staterfratracker/
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/ReligiousLibertyReport.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/ReligiousLibertyReport.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/07/ReligiousLibertyReport.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/religion/news/2019/02/05/465814/reclaiming-religious-freedom/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/religion/news/2019/02/05/465814/reclaiming-religious-freedom/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/religion/news/2019/02/05/465814/reclaiming-religious-freedom/
http://www.pewforum.org/religious-landscape-study/
http://www.pewforum.org/religious-landscape-study/
https://www.prri.org/wp-content/uploads/2011/09/Pluralism-2011-Brookings-Report.pdf
https://www.prri.org/wp-content/uploads/2011/09/Pluralism-2011-Brookings-Report.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/20070051/HobbyLobby2-reportB.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/20070051/HobbyLobby2-reportB.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/20070051/HobbyLobby2-reportB.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/presidential-executive-order-promoting-free-speech-religious-liberty/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/presidential-executive-order-promoting-free-speech-religious-liberty/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/presidential-executive-order-promoting-free-speech-religious-liberty/
https://www.justice.gov/opa/speech/attorney-general-sessions-delivers-remarks-department-justice-s-religious-liberty-summit
https://www.justice.gov/opa/speech/attorney-general-sessions-delivers-remarks-department-justice-s-religious-liberty-summit
https://www.justice.gov/opa/speech/attorney-general-sessions-delivers-remarks-department-justice-s-religious-liberty-summit
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/08/10/health/catholic-hospitals-procedures.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/08/10/health/catholic-hospitals-procedures.html
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2018/01/18/hhs-ocr-announces-new-conscience-and-religious-freedom-division.html
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2018/01/18/hhs-ocr-announces-new-conscience-and-religious-freedom-division.html
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2018/01/18/hhs-ocr-announces-new-conscience-and-religious-freedom-division.html
https://www.npr.org/sections/health-shots/2018/03/20/591833000/civil-rights-chief-at-hhs-defends-the-right-to-refuse-care-on-religious-grounds
https://www.npr.org/sections/health-shots/2018/03/20/591833000/civil-rights-chief-at-hhs-defends-the-right-to-refuse-care-on-religious-grounds
https://www.npr.org/sections/health-shots/2018/03/20/591833000/civil-rights-chief-at-hhs-defends-the-right-to-refuse-care-on-religious-grounds
http://static1.1.sqspcdn.com/static/f/816571/27061007/1465224862580/MW_Update-2016-MiscarrOfMedicine-report.pdf?token=cHO2jBYG017RabAXAdQXC4c9rps%3D
http://static1.1.sqspcdn.com/static/f/816571/27061007/1465224862580/MW_Update-2016-MiscarrOfMedicine-report.pdf?token=cHO2jBYG017RabAXAdQXC4c9rps%3D
http://static1.1.sqspcdn.com/static/f/816571/27061007/1465224862580/MW_Update-2016-MiscarrOfMedicine-report.pdf?token=cHO2jBYG017RabAXAdQXC4c9rps%3D
http://static1.1.sqspcdn.com/static/f/816571/27061007/1465224862580/MW_Update-2016-MiscarrOfMedicine-report.pdf?token=cHO2jBYG017RabAXAdQXC4c9rps%3D
https://www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_document/healthcaredenied.pdf
https://www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_document/healthcaredenied.pdf
https://www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_document/healthcaredenied.pdf
http://www.usccb.org/issues-and-action/human-life-and-dignity/health-care/upload/Ethical-Religious-Directives-Catholic-Health-Care-Services-fifth-edition-2009.pdf
http://www.usccb.org/issues-and-action/human-life-and-dignity/health-care/upload/Ethical-Religious-Directives-Catholic-Health-Care-Services-fifth-edition-2009.pdf
http://www.usccb.org/issues-and-action/human-life-and-dignity/health-care/upload/Ethical-Religious-Directives-Catholic-Health-Care-Services-fifth-edition-2009.pdf
http://www.usccb.org/issues-and-action/human-life-and-dignity/health-care/upload/Ethical-Religious-Directives-Catholic-Health-Care-Services-fifth-edition-2009.pdf
http://www.mergerwatch.org/about-hospital-mergers/
http://www.mergerwatch.org/about-hospital-mergers/
https://www.guttmacher.org/sites/default/files/pdfs/pubs/fb_contr_use.pdf
https://www.guttmacher.org/sites/default/files/pdfs/pubs/fb_contr_use.pdf
https://www.law.columbia.edu/sites/default/files/microsites/gender-sexuality/PRPCP/bearingfaith.pdf
https://www.law.columbia.edu/sites/default/files/microsites/gender-sexuality/PRPCP/bearingfaith.pdf
https://www.law.columbia.edu/sites/default/files/microsites/gender-sexuality/PRPCP/bearingfaith.pdf

34 Ibid.

35 Sharita Gruberg and Frank J. Bewkes, “The ACA's LGBTQ

3

3

3

3

4

4

4

4

6

7

o

9

0

N

@

44

4

&

Nondiscrimination Regulations Prove Crucial” (Wash-
ington: Center for American Progress, 2018), available
at https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/up-
loads/2018/03/06122027/ACAnondiscrimination-brief2.
pdf.

Ibid.

Hafner, “As Catholic Hospitals Expand, So Do Limits on
Some Procedures.”

ACLU Southern California “ACLU Sues Dignity Health for
Discrimination Against Transgender Patient,” Press release,
April 19,2017, available at https://www.aclusocal.org/en/
press-releases/aclu-sues-dignity-health-discrimination-
against-transgender-patient.

Evan Minton v. Dignity Health, verified complaint for
declaratory and injunctive relief and statutory damages,
Superior Court of the State of California for the County
of San Francisco, No. CGC 17-558259 (April 19, 2017),
available at https://www.aclusocal.org/sites/default/files/
complaint_minton.pdf.

ACLU Northern California, “Minton v. Dignity Health (Sex
Discrimination,” April 19, 2017, available at https://www.
aclunc.org/our-work/legal-docket/minton-v-dignity-
health-sex-discrimination.

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, “Fact
Sheet: Final Rules on Religious and Moral Exemptions
and Accommodation for Coverage of Certain Preventive
Services Under the Affordable Care Act,’ Press release, No-
vember 7, 2018, available at https://www.hhs.gov/about/
news/2018/11/07/fact-sheet-final-rules-on-religious-and-
moral-exemptions-and-accommodation-for-coverage-
of-certain-preventive-services-under-affordable-care-
act.html.

Michelle Banker, “The Trump-Pence Administration Final-
ized Dangerous and Unlawful Birth Control Rules Just One
Day After the Mid-Term Elections,” National Women's Law
Center, November 9, 2018, available at https://nwlc.org/
blog/the-trump-pence-administration-finalized-danger-
ous-and-unlawful-birth-control-rules-just-one-day-after-
the-mid-term-elections/.

Jan Wolfe, “U.S. judge partially blocks Trump administration
birth control rules,” Reuters, January 13, 2019, available at
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-trump-birthcon-
trol/us-judge-partially-blocks-trump-administration-birth-
control-rules-idUSKCN1P803B; Amy Goldstein, Judge
blocks Trump effort to roll back birth control mandate na-
tionwide,” The Washington Post, January 14, 2019, available
at https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/health-sci-
ence/judge-blocks-trump-effort-to-roll-back-birth-control-
mandate-nationwide/2019/01/14/abba97e4-181f-11e9-
8813-cb9dec761e73_story.html?utm_term=.753cf876082f.

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, “Fact
Sheet: Final Rules on Religious and Moral Exemptions
and Accommodation for Coverage of Certain Preventive
Services Under the Affordable Care Act”

Rev. John I. Jenkins, “Letter on Health Care Coverage,’
Office of the President of the University of Notre Dame,
February 7, 2018, available at https://president.nd.edu/
writings-addresses/2018-writings/letter-on-health-care-
coverage/. See Osub Ahmed, “Efforts by Anti-Choice
Advocates to Redefine and Limit Contraception,” Center
for American Progress, March 26, 2018, available at
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/
news/2018/03/26/448373/efforts-anti-choice-advocates-
redefine-limit-contraception/.

20 Center for American Progress |

46

47

4

o

49

5

o

5

5

N

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

Rev. Jenkins, “Letter on Health Care Coverage.”

Jordan Smith, “Notre Dame Struck a Secret Deal With the
Trump Administration to Deny Birth Control Cover-

age. Now Students Are Fighting Back!, The Intercept,
October 11,2018, available at https://theintercept.
com/2018/10/11/notre-dame-health-insurance-birth-
control-trump/.

Uttley and Khaikin, “Growth of Catholic Hospitals and
Health Systems.”

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, “Trump
Administration Actions to Protect Life and Conscience,”
Press release, January 18, 2019, available at https://www.
hhs.gov/about/news/2019/01/18/trump-administration-
actions-to-protect-life-and-conscience.html.

Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, “Ensur-

ing Equal Treatment for Faith-Based Organizations,”
available at https://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/
eAgendaViewRule?publd=201810&RIN=0991-AC13 (last
accessed March 2019).

Regulations.gov, “Comment on FR Doc # 2017-23257:
Kenneth Dormer," available at https://www.regulations.
gov/document?D=HHS-0S-2017-0002-0032 (last accessed
March 2019).

Regulations.gov, “Comment on FR Doc # 2017-23257:
Andrea Herman," available at https://www.regulations.
gov/document?D=HHS-0S-2017-0002-0068 (last accessed
March 2019).

Regulations.gov, “Comment on FR Doc # 2017-23257:
Jonathan Imbody,” available at https://www.regulations.
gov/document?D=HHS-0S-2017-0002-0043 (last accessed
March 2019).

Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, “Ensuring
Equal Treatment for Faith-Based Organizations.”

Human Rights Campaign, “Disregarding the Best Interest
of the Child: Licenses to Discriminate In Child Welfare
Services” (2017), available at https://assets2.hrc.org/files/
assets/resources/licenses-to-discriminate-child-wel-
fare-2017.pdf?_ga=2.230103834.727406756.1538155735-
1756585553.1537887258.

Human Rights Campaign, “Disregarding the Best Interest of
the Child: Licenses to Discriminate In Child Welfare Servic-
es” (Washington: 2017), available at https://assets2.hrc.org/
files/assets/resources/licenses-to-discriminate-child-wel-
fare-2017.pdf?_ga=2.230103834.727406756.1538155735-
1756585553.1537887258.

Steven Wagner, “Re: Request for Deviation or Exception
from HHS Regulations 45 CFR § 75.300(c),” Administration
for Children and Families, January 23, 2019, available at
https://governor.sc.gov/sites/default/files/Documents/
newsroom/HHS%20Response%20Letter%20to%20McMas-
ter.pdf.

Meg Kinnard, “AP Exclusive: Lawsuit claims discrimina-
tion by foster agency,’ The Associated Press, February 15,
2019, available at https://www.apnews.com/ed3ae578eb-
db4218a2ed042a90b091c1.

Human Rights Campaign, “Disregarding the Best Interest
of the Child.”

Movement Advancement Project, Lambda Legal, and
Every Child Deserves a Family, “Creating a License to Dis-
criminate: 2018 Federal Child Welfare Amendment” (2018),
available at http://www.lgbtmap.org/file/AderholtAmend-
mentAnalysis.pdf.


https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/uploads/2018/03/06122027/ACAnondiscrimination-brief2.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/uploads/2018/03/06122027/ACAnondiscrimination-brief2.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/uploads/2018/03/06122027/ACAnondiscrimination-brief2.pdf
https://www.aclusocal.org/en/press-releases/aclu-sues-dignity-health-discrimination-against-transgender-patient
https://www.aclusocal.org/en/press-releases/aclu-sues-dignity-health-discrimination-against-transgender-patient
https://www.aclusocal.org/en/press-releases/aclu-sues-dignity-health-discrimination-against-transgender-patient
https://www.aclusocal.org/sites/default/files/complaint_minton.pdf
https://www.aclusocal.org/sites/default/files/complaint_minton.pdf
https://www.aclunc.org/our-work/legal-docket/minton-v-dignity-health-sex-discrimination
https://www.aclunc.org/our-work/legal-docket/minton-v-dignity-health-sex-discrimination
https://www.aclunc.org/our-work/legal-docket/minton-v-dignity-health-sex-discrimination
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2018/11/07/fact-sheet-final-rules-on-religious-and-moral-exemptions-and-accommodation-for-coverage-of-certain-preventive-services-under-affordable-care-act.html
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2018/11/07/fact-sheet-final-rules-on-religious-and-moral-exemptions-and-accommodation-for-coverage-of-certain-preventive-services-under-affordable-care-act.html
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2018/11/07/fact-sheet-final-rules-on-religious-and-moral-exemptions-and-accommodation-for-coverage-of-certain-preventive-services-under-affordable-care-act.html
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2018/11/07/fact-sheet-final-rules-on-religious-and-moral-exemptions-and-accommodation-for-coverage-of-certain-preventive-services-under-affordable-care-act.html
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2018/11/07/fact-sheet-final-rules-on-religious-and-moral-exemptions-and-accommodation-for-coverage-of-certain-preventive-services-under-affordable-care-act.html
https://nwlc.org/blog/the-trump-pence-administration-finalized-dangerous-and-unlawful-birth-control-rules-just-one-day-after-the-mid-term-elections/
https://nwlc.org/blog/the-trump-pence-administration-finalized-dangerous-and-unlawful-birth-control-rules-just-one-day-after-the-mid-term-elections/
https://nwlc.org/blog/the-trump-pence-administration-finalized-dangerous-and-unlawful-birth-control-rules-just-one-day-after-the-mid-term-elections/
https://nwlc.org/blog/the-trump-pence-administration-finalized-dangerous-and-unlawful-birth-control-rules-just-one-day-after-the-mid-term-elections/
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-trump-birthcontrol/us-judge-partially-blocks-trump-administration-birth-control-rules-idUSKCN1P803B
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-trump-birthcontrol/us-judge-partially-blocks-trump-administration-birth-control-rules-idUSKCN1P803B
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-trump-birthcontrol/us-judge-partially-blocks-trump-administration-birth-control-rules-idUSKCN1P803B
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/health-science/judge-blocks-trump-effort-to-roll-back-birth-control-mandate-nationwide/2019/01/14/abba97e4-181f-11e9-8813-cb9dec761e73_story.html?utm_term=.753cf876082f
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/health-science/judge-blocks-trump-effort-to-roll-back-birth-control-mandate-nationwide/2019/01/14/abba97e4-181f-11e9-8813-cb9dec761e73_story.html?utm_term=.753cf876082f
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/health-science/judge-blocks-trump-effort-to-roll-back-birth-control-mandate-nationwide/2019/01/14/abba97e4-181f-11e9-8813-cb9dec761e73_story.html?utm_term=.753cf876082f
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/health-science/judge-blocks-trump-effort-to-roll-back-birth-control-mandate-nationwide/2019/01/14/abba97e4-181f-11e9-8813-cb9dec761e73_story.html?utm_term=.753cf876082f
https://president.nd.edu/writings-addresses/2018-writings/letter-on-health-care-coverage/
https://president.nd.edu/writings-addresses/2018-writings/letter-on-health-care-coverage/
https://president.nd.edu/writings-addresses/2018-writings/letter-on-health-care-coverage/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/news/2018/03/26/448373/efforts-anti-choice-advocates-redefine-limit-contraception/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/news/2018/03/26/448373/efforts-anti-choice-advocates-redefine-limit-contraception/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/women/news/2018/03/26/448373/efforts-anti-choice-advocates-redefine-limit-contraception/
https://theintercept.com/2018/10/11/notre-dame-health-insurance-birth-control-trump/
https://theintercept.com/2018/10/11/notre-dame-health-insurance-birth-control-trump/
https://theintercept.com/2018/10/11/notre-dame-health-insurance-birth-control-trump/
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2019/01/18/trump-administration-actions-to-protect-life-and-conscience.html
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2019/01/18/trump-administration-actions-to-protect-life-and-conscience.html
https://www.hhs.gov/about/news/2019/01/18/trump-administration-actions-to-protect-life-and-conscience.html
https://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/eAgendaViewRule?pubId=201810&RIN=0991-AC13
https://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/eAgendaViewRule?pubId=201810&RIN=0991-AC13
https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=HHS-OS-2017-0002-0032
https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=HHS-OS-2017-0002-0032
https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=HHS-OS-2017-0002-0068
https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=HHS-OS-2017-0002-0068
https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=HHS-OS-2017-0002-0043
https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=HHS-OS-2017-0002-0043
https://assets2.hrc.org/files/assets/resources/licenses-to-discriminate-child-welfare-2017.pdf?_ga=2.230103834.727406756.1538155735-1756585553.1537887258
https://assets2.hrc.org/files/assets/resources/licenses-to-discriminate-child-welfare-2017.pdf?_ga=2.230103834.727406756.1538155735-1756585553.1537887258
https://assets2.hrc.org/files/assets/resources/licenses-to-discriminate-child-welfare-2017.pdf?_ga=2.230103834.727406756.1538155735-1756585553.1537887258
https://assets2.hrc.org/files/assets/resources/licenses-to-discriminate-child-welfare-2017.pdf?_ga=2.230103834.727406756.1538155735-1756585553.1537887258
https://assets2.hrc.org/files/assets/resources/licenses-to-discriminate-child-welfare-2017.pdf?_ga=2.230103834.727406756.1538155735-1756585553.1537887258
https://assets2.hrc.org/files/assets/resources/licenses-to-discriminate-child-welfare-2017.pdf?_ga=2.230103834.727406756.1538155735-1756585553.1537887258
https://assets2.hrc.org/files/assets/resources/licenses-to-discriminate-child-welfare-2017.pdf?_ga=2.230103834.727406756.1538155735-1756585553.1537887258
https://assets2.hrc.org/files/assets/resources/licenses-to-discriminate-child-welfare-2017.pdf?_ga=2.230103834.727406756.1538155735-1756585553.1537887258
https://governor.sc.gov/sites/default/files/Documents/newsroom/HHS%20Response%20Letter%20to%20McMaster.pdf
https://governor.sc.gov/sites/default/files/Documents/newsroom/HHS%20Response%20Letter%20to%20McMaster.pdf
https://governor.sc.gov/sites/default/files/Documents/newsroom/HHS%20Response%20Letter%20to%20McMaster.pdf
https://www.apnews.com/ed3ae578ebdb4218a2ed042a90b091c1
https://www.apnews.com/ed3ae578ebdb4218a2ed042a90b091c1
http://www.lgbtmap.org/file/AderholtAmendmentAnalysis.pdf
http://www.lgbtmap.org/file/AderholtAmendmentAnalysis.pdf

6

62

63

6

N

65

66

6

~N

68

69

7

o

7

72

7

w

7

EN

21

Family Equality Council, “Adoption Discrimination ‘Aderholt
Amendment’Removed from House Appropriations Bill in
Final Vote," Press release, September 26, 2018, available at
https://www.familyequality.org/press-releases/adoption-
discrimination-aderholt-amendment-removed-house-
appropriations-bill-vote/.

Frank J. Bewkes and others, “Welcoming All Families: Dis-
crimination Against LGBTQ Foster and Adoptive Parents
Hurts Children” (Washington: Center for American Prog-
ress, 2018), available at https://cdn.americanprogress.
org/content/uploads/2018/11/07063534/WelcomingAll-
Families1.pdf.

Ibid.

LaShawn Y. Warren, “3 Reasons the Johnson Amendment
Should Not Be Repealed,” Center for American Progress,
April 6, 2017, available at https://www.americanprogress.
org/issues/religion/news/2017/04/06/430104/3-reasons-
johnson-amendment-not-repealed/.

U.S. White House, “Remarks by President Trump at National
Prayer Breakfast,” Press release, February 2, 2017, available
at https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/
remarks-president-trump-national-prayer-breakfast/.

Warren, “3 Reasons the Johnson Amendment Should Not
Be Repealed.”

Don Byrd, “Advocates Including BJC Urge Congress to
Leave Johnson Amendment Unchanged in Funding Bill,"
Baptist Joint Committee for Religious Liberty, available
at https://bjconline.org/advocates-including-bjc-urge-
congress-to-leave-johnson-amendment-unchanged-in-
funding-bill-020718/.

Tom Gjelten, “Another Effort To Get Rid Of The Johnson
Amendment’ Fails,” NPR, March 22, 2018, available at
https://www.npr.org/2018/03/22/596158332/another-
effort-to-get-rid-of-the-johnson-amendment-fails.

Heather Long, “In small win for Democrats, the final tax bill
will not include a provision allowing churches to endorse
political candidates,’ The Washington Post, December 14,
2017, available at https://www.washingtonpost.com/
news/wonk/wp/2017/12/14/in-small-win-for-democrats-
the-final-tax-bill-wont-include-a-provision-to-allow-
churches-to-endorse-political-candidates/?utm_term=.
a4fb394a4508.

U.S. White House, “Remarks by President Trump at Dinner
with Evangelical Leaders,” Press release, August 27, 2018,
available at https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-
statements/remarks-president-trump-dinner-evangelical-
leaders/.

Davis and others, “Restoring the Balance.”

U.S. Department of Justice, “Department of Justice Files
Amicus Brief in Montana School Choice Case,’ Press release,
January 18, 2018, available at https://www.justice.gov/
opa/pr/department-justice-files-amicus-brief-montana-
school-choice-case.

Masterpiece Cakeshop v. Colorado Civil Rights Commission,
brief for respondents Charlie Craig and David Mullins, U.S.
Supreme Court, No. 16-111 (October 23, 2017), available at
https://www.aclu.org/legal-document/charlie-craig-and-
david-mullins-v-masterpiece-cakeshop-brief-respondents-
charlie.

Masterpiece Cakeshop v. Colorado Civil Rights Commission,
brief of amicus curiae Department of Justice in support of
petitioners, U.S. Supreme Court, No. 16-111 (September 8,
2017), available at https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/
files/briefs/2017/09/08/16-111tsacunitedstates_0.pdf.

Center for American Progress |

75 Daniel Greenberg and others, “Americans Show Broad Sup-
port for LGBT Nondiscrimination Protections” (Washington:
Public Religion Research Institute, 2019), available at
https://www.prri.org/research/americans-support-protec-
tions-lgbt-people/.

7

[«)}

Harris Insights & Analytics, “Open to All’Movement in the
Post-Masterpiece Era” (Rochester, NY: 2018), available at
https://theharrispoll.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/
Out_and_Equal-PPT-Slides_Complete-Data.pdf.

77 Masterpiece Cakeshop v. Charlie Craig and David Mullins,
brief of amicus curiae Lambda Legal Defense et al.
in support of appellees, Colorado Court of Appeals,
No. 2014CA1351 (February 17, 2015), available at
https://www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_docu-
ment/0008-2015-02-17_09-18-37_2015-02-14_lambda_
oc_amicus_re_masterpiece_final.pdf.

78 Ariane de Vogue, “Trump admin backs Colorado baker
who refused to make cake for same-sex wedding,”CNN,
September 8, 2017, available at https://www.cnn.
com/2017/09/07/politics/justice-department-colorado-
cake/index.html.

79 Muslim Advocates, “A Record of Bigotry and Hate: Donald
Trump’s Long History of Anti-Muslim Animus” (Washing-
ton: 2018), available at https://www.muslimadvocates.
org/files/2018.06.12-Anti-Muslim-White-Paper_DRAFT-
Endnotes.pdf.

8|

o

Richard Wolf, “Travel ban lexicon: From candidate
Donald Trump’s campaign promises to President Trump's
tweets,” USA Today, April 24, 2018, available at https://
www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2018/04/24/
travel-ban-donald-trump-campaign-promises-president-
tweets/542504002/; Adam Liptak and Michael D. Shear,
“Trump’s Travel Ban Is Upheld by Supreme Court,” The
New York Times, June 26, 2018, available at https://www.
nytimes.com/2018/06/26/us/politics/supreme-court-
trump-travel-ban.html.

8

Robert P. Jones, “Fortnight of Facts: Is Religious Liberty Be-
ing Threatened in the U.S. Today?", Public Religion Research
Institute, June 22, 2012, available at https://www.prri.org/
spotlight/fortnight-of-facts-is-religious-liberty-being-
threatened-in-the-u-s-today/.

8

N

Philip Schwadel and Gregory A. Smith, “Evangelical

approval of Trump remains high, but other religious

groups are less supportive,’ Pew Research Center, March
18,2019, available at https://www.pewresearch.org/
fact-tank/2019/03/18/evangelical-approval-of-trump-
remains-high-but-other-religious-groups-are-less-
supportive/?utm_source=Pew-+Research+Center&utm_
campaign=1b81451b07-RELIGION_WEEKLY _
CAMPAIGN_2019_03_20_02_31&utm_medium=email&utm_
term=0_3e953b9b70-1b81451b07-400474129.

83 Daniel Cox and Robert P. Jones, “Majority of Americans
Oppose Transgender Bathroom Restrictions” (Washington:
Public Religion Research Institute, 2017), available at
https://www.prri.org/research/Igbt-transgender-bath-
room-discrimination-religious-liberty/.

84 CAP analysis of FBI,“2017 FBI Hate Crime Statistics,” avail-
able at https://ucr.fbi.gov/hate-crime/2017/topic-pages/
tables/table-1.xls (last accessed March 2019).

85 Congressional Prayer Caucus Foundation and others,
“Report and Analysis on Religious Freedom Measures
Impacting Prayer and Faith in America (2017 Version)”
(Chesapeake, VA: 2017), available at https://drive.google.
com/file/d/0BwWfCh32HsC3UYmVONUp5cXZjT28/view.

8

(o)}

Congressional Prayer Caucus Foundation, “Project Blitz,"
available at http://cpcfoundation.com/first-freedom-
coalition-project-blitz/ (last accessed March 2019).


https://www.familyequality.org/press-releases/adoption-discrimination-aderholt-amendment-removed-house-appropriations-bill-vote/
https://www.familyequality.org/press-releases/adoption-discrimination-aderholt-amendment-removed-house-appropriations-bill-vote/
https://www.familyequality.org/press-releases/adoption-discrimination-aderholt-amendment-removed-house-appropriations-bill-vote/
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/uploads/2018/11/07063534/WelcomingAllFamilies1.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/uploads/2018/11/07063534/WelcomingAllFamilies1.pdf
https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/uploads/2018/11/07063534/WelcomingAllFamilies1.pdf
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/religion/news/2017/04/06/430104/3-reasons-johnson-amendment-not-repealed/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/religion/news/2017/04/06/430104/3-reasons-johnson-amendment-not-repealed/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/religion/news/2017/04/06/430104/3-reasons-johnson-amendment-not-repealed/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-national-prayer-breakfast/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-national-prayer-breakfast/
https://bjconline.org/advocates-including-bjc-urge-congress-to-leave-johnson-amendment-unchanged-in-funding-bill-020718/
https://bjconline.org/advocates-including-bjc-urge-congress-to-leave-johnson-amendment-unchanged-in-funding-bill-020718/
https://bjconline.org/advocates-including-bjc-urge-congress-to-leave-johnson-amendment-unchanged-in-funding-bill-020718/
https://www.npr.org/2018/03/22/596158332/another-effort-to-get-rid-of-the-johnson-amendment-fails
https://www.npr.org/2018/03/22/596158332/another-effort-to-get-rid-of-the-johnson-amendment-fails
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2017/12/14/in-small-win-for-democrats-the-final-tax-bill-wont-include-a-provision-to-allow-churches-to-endorse-political-candidates/?utm_term=.a4fb394a4508
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2017/12/14/in-small-win-for-democrats-the-final-tax-bill-wont-include-a-provision-to-allow-churches-to-endorse-political-candidates/?utm_term=.a4fb394a4508
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2017/12/14/in-small-win-for-democrats-the-final-tax-bill-wont-include-a-provision-to-allow-churches-to-endorse-political-candidates/?utm_term=.a4fb394a4508
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2017/12/14/in-small-win-for-democrats-the-final-tax-bill-wont-include-a-provision-to-allow-churches-to-endorse-political-candidates/?utm_term=.a4fb394a4508
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2017/12/14/in-small-win-for-democrats-the-final-tax-bill-wont-include-a-provision-to-allow-churches-to-endorse-political-candidates/?utm_term=.a4fb394a4508
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-dinner-evangelical-leaders/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-dinner-evangelical-leaders/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-dinner-evangelical-leaders/
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/department-justice-files-amicus-brief-montana-school-choice-case
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/department-justice-files-amicus-brief-montana-school-choice-case
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/department-justice-files-amicus-brief-montana-school-choice-case
https://www.aclu.org/legal-document/charlie-craig-and-david-mullins-v-masterpiece-cakeshop-brief-respondents-charlie
https://www.aclu.org/legal-document/charlie-craig-and-david-mullins-v-masterpiece-cakeshop-brief-respondents-charlie
https://www.aclu.org/legal-document/charlie-craig-and-david-mullins-v-masterpiece-cakeshop-brief-respondents-charlie
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/briefs/2017/09/08/16-111tsacunitedstates_0.pdf
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/briefs/2017/09/08/16-111tsacunitedstates_0.pdf
https://www.prri.org/research/americans-support-protections-lgbt-people/
https://www.prri.org/research/americans-support-protections-lgbt-people/
https://theharrispoll.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/Out_and_Equal-PPT-Slides_Complete-Data.pdf
https://theharrispoll.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/Out_and_Equal-PPT-Slides_Complete-Data.pdf
https://www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_document/0008-2015-02-17_09-18-37_2015-02-14_lambda_oc_amicus_re_masterpiece_final.pdf
https://www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_document/0008-2015-02-17_09-18-37_2015-02-14_lambda_oc_amicus_re_masterpiece_final.pdf
https://www.aclu.org/sites/default/files/field_document/0008-2015-02-17_09-18-37_2015-02-14_lambda_oc_amicus_re_masterpiece_final.pdf
https://www.cnn.com/2017/09/07/politics/justice-department-colorado-cake/index.html
https://www.cnn.com/2017/09/07/politics/justice-department-colorado-cake/index.html
https://www.cnn.com/2017/09/07/politics/justice-department-colorado-cake/index.html
https://www.muslimadvocates.org/files/2018.06.12-Anti-Muslim-White-Paper_DRAFT-Endnotes.pdf
https://www.muslimadvocates.org/files/2018.06.12-Anti-Muslim-White-Paper_DRAFT-Endnotes.pdf
https://www.muslimadvocates.org/files/2018.06.12-Anti-Muslim-White-Paper_DRAFT-Endnotes.pdf
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2018/04/24/travel-ban-donald-trump-campaign-promises-president-tweets/542504002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2018/04/24/travel-ban-donald-trump-campaign-promises-president-tweets/542504002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2018/04/24/travel-ban-donald-trump-campaign-promises-president-tweets/542504002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2018/04/24/travel-ban-donald-trump-campaign-promises-president-tweets/542504002/
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/06/26/us/politics/supreme-court-trump-travel-ban.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/06/26/us/politics/supreme-court-trump-travel-ban.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/06/26/us/politics/supreme-court-trump-travel-ban.html
https://www.prri.org/spotlight/fortnight-of-facts-is-religious-liberty-being-threatened-in-the-u-s-today/
https://www.prri.org/spotlight/fortnight-of-facts-is-religious-liberty-being-threatened-in-the-u-s-today/
https://www.prri.org/spotlight/fortnight-of-facts-is-religious-liberty-being-threatened-in-the-u-s-today/
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2019/03/18/evangelical-approval-of-trump-remains-high-but-other-religious-groups-are-less-supportive/?utm_source=Pew+Research+Center&utm_campaign=1b81451b07-RELIGION_WEEKLY_CAMPAIGN_2019_03_20_02_31&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_3e953b9b70-1b81451b07-400474129
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2019/03/18/evangelical-approval-of-trump-remains-high-but-other-religious-groups-are-less-supportive/?utm_source=Pew+Research+Center&utm_campaign=1b81451b07-RELIGION_WEEKLY_CAMPAIGN_2019_03_20_02_31&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_3e953b9b70-1b81451b07-400474129
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2019/03/18/evangelical-approval-of-trump-remains-high-but-other-religious-groups-are-less-supportive/?utm_source=Pew+Research+Center&utm_campaign=1b81451b07-RELIGION_WEEKLY_CAMPAIGN_2019_03_20_02_31&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_3e953b9b70-1b81451b07-400474129
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2019/03/18/evangelical-approval-of-trump-remains-high-but-other-religious-groups-are-less-supportive/?utm_source=Pew+Research+Center&utm_campaign=1b81451b07-RELIGION_WEEKLY_CAMPAIGN_2019_03_20_02_31&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_3e953b9b70-1b81451b07-400474129
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2019/03/18/evangelical-approval-of-trump-remains-high-but-other-religious-groups-are-less-supportive/?utm_source=Pew+Research+Center&utm_campaign=1b81451b07-RELIGION_WEEKLY_CAMPAIGN_2019_03_20_02_31&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_3e953b9b70-1b81451b07-400474129
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2019/03/18/evangelical-approval-of-trump-remains-high-but-other-religious-groups-are-less-supportive/?utm_source=Pew+Research+Center&utm_campaign=1b81451b07-RELIGION_WEEKLY_CAMPAIGN_2019_03_20_02_31&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_3e953b9b70-1b81451b07-400474129
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2019/03/18/evangelical-approval-of-trump-remains-high-but-other-religious-groups-are-less-supportive/?utm_source=Pew+Research+Center&utm_campaign=1b81451b07-RELIGION_WEEKLY_CAMPAIGN_2019_03_20_02_31&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_3e953b9b70-1b81451b07-400474129
https://www.prri.org/research/lgbt-transgender-bathroom-discrimination-religious-liberty/
https://www.prri.org/research/lgbt-transgender-bathroom-discrimination-religious-liberty/
https://ucr.fbi.gov/hate-crime/2017/topic-pages/tables/table-1.xls
https://ucr.fbi.gov/hate-crime/2017/topic-pages/tables/table-1.xls
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BwfCh32HsC3UYmV0NUp5cXZjT28/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BwfCh32HsC3UYmV0NUp5cXZjT28/view
http://cpcfoundation.com/first-freedom-coalition-project-blitz/
http://cpcfoundation.com/first-freedom-coalition-project-blitz/

87 Lauren DeBellis Appell, “Minnesota Democrats wage war on
God, faith, and American history,’ Fox News, May 13,2018,
available at https://www.foxnews.com/opinion/minnesota-
democrats-wage-war-on-god-faith-and-american-history.

88 Samantha Sokol, “Uncovering Project Blitz: Fighting A
Secret, Coordinated Legislative Strategy To Undermine
Religious Freedom In The States,” Americans United for
Separation of Church and State, June 5, 2018, available at
https://www.au.org/blogs/wall-of-separation/uncovering-
project-blitz-fighting-a-secret-coordinated-legislative.

8

O

Congressional Prayer Caucus Foundation, “Join The Move-
ment In Your State," available at http://cpcfoundation.
com/join-the-movement-in-your-state/ (last accessed
March 2019).

90 Do No Harm Act, S. 593, 116th Cong,, 1st sess. (February 28,
2019), available at https://www.congress.gov/bill/116th-
congress/senate-bill/593/text?q=%7B%22search%22%3A
%5B%22markey%22%5D%7D.

9

Rewire.News, “Texas Religious Freedom Restoration Act,”
available at https://rewire.news/legislative-tracker/law/
texas-religious-freedom-restoration-act/ (last accessed
March 2019).

92 Rewire.News, “Religious Freedom Restoration Act (RFRA),
available at https://rewire.news/legislative-tracker/law-
topic/religious-freedom-restoration-act/ (last accessed
March 2019); Texas Statutes, “Civil Practice and Remedies
Code:Title 5. Governmental Liability, Chapter 110. Reli-
gious Freedom," available at https://statutes.capitol.texas.
gov/Docs/CP/htm/CP.110.htm (last accessed March 2019).

93 Washington State Legislature, “WAC 246-320-141: Patient
rights and organizational ethics,” available at http://apps.
leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=246-320-141 (last ac-
cessed March 2019).

94 Kaye and others, “Health Care Denied.”

9

[}

Shepherd and others, “Bearing Faith.”

96 An Act to Strengthen Civil Rights, H. 767, 191st General Court
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts (2019-2020), avail-
able at https://malegislature.gov/Bills/191/H767.

22 Center for American Progress |

97 Free Speech for People, “Massachusetts No Excuses
for Corporate Discrimination Act,” available at https://
freespeechforpeople.org/mass-no-religious-excuses-
corporate-discrimination-act/ (last accessed March 2019).

98 lbid.

99 Equality Act, HR. 5, 116th Cong., 1st sess. (March 13,2019),
available at https://www.congress.gov/116/bills/hr5/BILLS-
116hr5ih.pdf.

100 Harris Insights & Analytics, “Open to All’Movement in the
Post-Masterpiece Era.”

101 Montgomery County Faith Community Advisory Council,
“About Us," available at http://montgomerycountyinter-
faithmd.org/about/ (last accessed March 2019).

102 Montgomery County Faith Community Advisory Council,
“Religious Land Use Working Group,” available at http://
montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/religious-
land-use-working-group/ (last accessed March 2019);
Montgomery County Faith Community Advisory Council,
“Faith Community Working Group,” available at http://
montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/faith-
community-working-group/ (last accessed March 2019);
Montgomery County Faith Community Advisory Council,
“Neighbors in Need Working Group,” available at http://
montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/neighbors-
in-need-working-group/ (last accessed March 2019).

103 Pew Research Center, “America’s Changing Religious
Landscape.”

104 John Woods, “Cardinal to Head Governor's Interfaith Advi-
sory Council,’ Catholic New York, January 19, 2017, available
at http://www.cny.org/stories/cardinal-to-head-governors-
interfaith-advisory-council,14987.

105 Maryland Governor’s Office of Community Initiatives,
“Faith-Based Outreach,” available at http://goci.maryland.
gov/interfaith/ (last accessed March 2019).

106 The Pluralism Project, “Interfaith Airport Chaplaincy, Inc.,
available at http://pluralism.org/promising-practice/inter-
faith-airport-chaplaincy-inc/ (last accessed March 2019).

107 Interfaith Council of Southern Nevada, “Mayors Prayer
Breakfast 2018, available at http://interfaithsn.org/mayors-
prayer-breakfast-2015/ (last accessed March 2019).


https://www.foxnews.com/opinion/minnesota-democrats-wage-war-on-god-faith-and-american-history
https://www.foxnews.com/opinion/minnesota-democrats-wage-war-on-god-faith-and-american-history
https://www.au.org/blogs/wall-of-separation/uncovering-project-blitz-fighting-a-secret-coordinated-legislative
https://www.au.org/blogs/wall-of-separation/uncovering-project-blitz-fighting-a-secret-coordinated-legislative
http://cpcfoundation.com/join-the-movement-in-your-state/
http://cpcfoundation.com/join-the-movement-in-your-state/
https://www.congress.gov/bill/116th-congress/senate-bill/593/text?q=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%22markey%22%5D%7D
https://www.congress.gov/bill/116th-congress/senate-bill/593/text?q=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%22markey%22%5D%7D
https://www.congress.gov/bill/116th-congress/senate-bill/593/text?q=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%22markey%22%5D%7D
https://rewire.news/legislative-tracker/law/texas-religious-freedom-restoration-act/
https://rewire.news/legislative-tracker/law/texas-religious-freedom-restoration-act/
https://rewire.news/legislative-tracker/law-topic/religious-freedom-restoration-act/
https://rewire.news/legislative-tracker/law-topic/religious-freedom-restoration-act/
https://statutes.capitol.texas.gov/Docs/CP/htm/CP.110.htm
https://statutes.capitol.texas.gov/Docs/CP/htm/CP.110.htm
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=246-320-141
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=246-320-141
https://malegislature.gov/Bills/191/H767
https://freespeechforpeople.org/mass-no-religious-excuses-corporate-discrimination-act/
https://freespeechforpeople.org/mass-no-religious-excuses-corporate-discrimination-act/
https://freespeechforpeople.org/mass-no-religious-excuses-corporate-discrimination-act/
https://www.congress.gov/116/bills/hr5/BILLS-116hr5ih.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/116/bills/hr5/BILLS-116hr5ih.pdf
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/religious-land-use-working-group/
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/religious-land-use-working-group/
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/religious-land-use-working-group/
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/faith-community-working-group/
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/faith-community-working-group/
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/faith-community-working-group/
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/neighbors-in-need-working-group/
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/neighbors-in-need-working-group/
http://montgomerycountyinterfaithmd.org/about/neighbors-in-need-working-group/
http://www.cny.org/stories/cardinal-to-head-governors-interfaith-advisory-council,14987
http://www.cny.org/stories/cardinal-to-head-governors-interfaith-advisory-council,14987
http://goci.maryland.gov/interfaith/
http://goci.maryland.gov/interfaith/
http://pluralism.org/promising-practice/interfaith-airport-chaplaincy-inc/
http://pluralism.org/promising-practice/interfaith-airport-chaplaincy-inc/
http://interfaithsn.org/mayors-prayer-breakfast-2015/
http://interfaithsn.org/mayors-prayer-breakfast-2015/

Our Mission

The Center for American
Progress is an independent,
nonpartisan policy institute
that is dedicated to improving
the lives of all Americans,
through bold, progressive
ideas, as well as strong
leadership and concerted
action. Our aim is not just to
change the conversation, but
to change the country.

Our Values

As progressives, we believe
America should be a land of
boundless opportunity, where
people can climb the ladder
of economic mobility. We
believe we owe it to future
generations to protect the
planet and promote peace
and shared global prosperity.

And we believe an effective
government can earn the
trust of the American people,
champion the common

good over narrow self-interest,
and harness the strength of
our diversity.

Our Approach

We develop new policy ideas,
challenge the media to cover
the issues that truly matter,
and shape the national debate.
With policy teams in major
issue areas, American Progress
can think creatively at the
cross-section of traditional
boundaries to develop ideas
for policymakers that lead to
real change. By employing an
extensive communications
and outreach effort that we
adapt to a rapidly changing
media landscape, we move
our ideas aggressively in the
national policy debate.

Center for American Progress

=




