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Chair Thomas, Vice Chair Swearingen, Ranking Member Synenberg, and fellow 

members of the House Judiciary Committee, thank you for the opportunity to 

provide sponsor testimony on H.B. 952, The Ohio Religious Freedom Restoration 

Act. 

Religious liberty is one of the most fundamental rights protected by the United 

States and Ohio Constitutions and one of the core principles that led to the we 

celebrate as we prepare for the 250th Anniversary of the Declaration of 

Independence. The freedom to live according to one's religious beliefs, and act 

upon them in broader society, is a right that belongs to every Ohioan and must be 

protected.  



This bill establishes a clear standard protecting Ohioans against state and local 

government entities from substantially burdening either religious worship or 

exercise. In legal terms, government burden on religious practice must be the least 

restrictive means to achieve a compelling government interest. In practice, if there 

is ever an exception, religious practice must be included in those exceptions. This 

legislation applies to every branch, department, agency, and official acting under 

color of Ohio law, and provides Ohioans with both an affirmative legal claim and 

defense when their religious freedom has been infringed. 

This statute is not new, nor has it been necessarily partisan. The U.S. Congress 

passed the federal RFRA in 1993 with overwhelmingly bipartisan support. 

However, Supreme Court (City of Boerne v. Flores) limited the law and ruled that 

the federal RFRA applies only to the actions of the federal government. In 

response, states took their proper roles under the 10th Amendment and enacted 

state-specific RFRAs. 

Ohio has the opportunity to continue in this path.  Approximately 30 states, across 

the geographic and political spectra, already have their own RFRA statutes. 

Neighboring states like Illinois and Indiana have had their own versions of RFRA 

protection for years.  In the last few years, states have picked up the pace in 

passing RFRA statutes, including many in the mountain west and Georgia last year.  



Ohio has been relying on a 2000 Ohio Supreme Court decision (Humphrey v. Lane) 

for some RFRA-like protections, but court decisions can be argued to only apply to 

the specific facts of the underlying case, reversed or narrowed. Providing a well-

defined statute allows us to have a more durable, clearer, and easily understood 

framework for our religious practice.  

A clear statute like this one could have avoided the litigation surrounding the 

church in Bryan, Ohio which took seriously Christ’s charge to take care of the 

stranger (Matthew 25:31-46). It took a multi-year lawsuit for Dad’s Place to win, 

as the city allowed for variances for other purposes. If Ohio had a RFRA in place, 

this pastor would have been able to serve without the harassment from the local 

government.  

Like Georgia’s, our Ohio RFRA is only against the government, with no effect on 

businesses or other freedoms of association. As in all RFRAs, the protection is for 

all faith traditions, exercising their sincerely held beliefs to better themselves and 

their communities.  

H.B. 952, The Ohio Religious Freedom Restoration Act is about limiting 

government overreach and protecting one of our most cherished constitutional 

freedoms. It mirrors a longstanding federal standard, follows the example of thirty 

other states with well vetted jurisprudence, and ensures that Ohioans receive robust 

protections for the free exercise of religion regardless of their faith tradition. 



Thank you again for the opportunity to provide testimony on this important 

legislation. We ask for favorable consideration and would be happy to answer any 

questions the committee may have. 

 


