METHODOLOGY FOR FREE EXERCISE CLAUSE
Government may not compel or punish religious beliefs.  


-
Government may not interfere with religious solicitations

This comes into play when considering whether religion should be  a basis from exemptions from general laws.
Historically, the viewpoint was that strict scrutiny should be implied because the free exercise of religion is a fundamental right.

The Supreme Court’s current position, however is stated in Employment Division v. Smith (1990)(p. 1464 in your casebook) is that there should not be exemptions from the general law.  This viewpoint stresses that religious justifications for violating general laws should not be favored over secular justifications.

 Free exercise rights always become stronger when combined with some other fundamental right such as free speech or rights of parents in regard to children.

Smith indicates that the Court will not apply strict scrutiny if the general law challenged is neutral.

Lukumi Babalu Aye v. Hialeah:  Law striking animal sacrifice (defined as killing for other than food consumption and for purpose of ritual) stricken.  This is not a neutral law.  Strict scrutiny applies.
