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PRIOR HISTORY ( 2 citing references)

1. Keeler v. Mayor of Cumberlan®28 F. Supp. 591, 1996 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 8090(D. Md. 1996)

Summary judgment granted by, in part, Summary judgment denied by, in part (CITATION YOU
ENTERED):

Keeler v. Mayor & City Council of Cumberlan840 F. Supp. 879, 1996 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 16222 (D. Md.
1996)

2. Motion to vacate denied by:
Keeler v. Mayor of Cumberlan®51 F. Supp. 83, 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 303 (D. Md. 1997)

CITING DECISIONS (13 citing decisions)
4TH CIRCUIT - U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

3.  Distinguished by:
Renzi v. Connelly Sch. of the Holy Chi&ll F. Supp. 2d 440, 1999 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 13959 (D. Md.
1999)LexisNexis Headnotes HN5HN8

61 F. Supp. 2d 44p.447
5TH CIRCUIT - U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

4. Cited by:
Castle Hills First Baptist Church v. City of Castle Hill2004 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 4669 (W.D. Tex. Mar. 17,
2004)

2004 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 4669
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7TH CIRCUIT - U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

Cited by:
C.L.U.B. v. City of Chicagd2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 17213 (N.D. Ill. Oct. 17, 200¢xisNexis
Headnotes HN8

2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 17213
Cited by:
C.L.U.B. v. City of Chicagal57 F. Supp. 2d 903, 2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 3791 (N.D. Ill. 20D&)isNexis
Headnotes HN8

157 F. Supp. 2d 908.914
Cited by:
Al-Salam Mosque Found. v. City of Palos Heigt#801 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 2208 (N.D. Ill. Feb. 20,
2001)LexisNexis Headnotes HN8

2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 2208

9TH CIRCUIT - U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

10.

Cited by:
Guru Nanak Sikh Soc'y v. County of Sut&26 F. Supp. 2d 1140, 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 25336 (E.D. Cal.
2003)LexisNexis Headnotes HN7

326 F. Supp. 2d 1140.1160
Distinguished by:
Elsinore Christian Ctr. v. City of Lake Elsingrg91 F. Supp. 2d 1083, 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 24058 (C.D.
Cal. 2003)LexisNexis Headnotes HNG6

291 F. Supp. 2d 1088.1097
Distinguished by:
Elsinore Christian Ctr. v. City of Lake Elsingra70 F. Supp. 2d 1163, 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 11301 (C.D.
Cal. 2003)LexisNexis Headnotes HNG6

270 F. Supp. 2d 1168.1177

10TH CIRCUIT - U.S. DISTRICT COURTS

11.

Cited by:
Axson-Flynn v. Johnsei51 F. Supp. 2d 1326, 2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 11400 (D. Utah 20@X)sNexis
Headnotes HN7

151 F. Supp. 2d 1326.1333

CALIFORNIA COURTS OF APPEAL

12.

Explained by questionable precedent at:



13.
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Catholic Charities of Sacramento, Inc. v. Superior Co8f Cal. App. 4th 425, 109 Cal. Rptr. 2d 176, 2001
Cal. App. LEXIS 515, 2001 Cal. Daily Op. Service
5586, 2001 D.A.R. 6821 (Cal. App. 3d Dist. 200BxisNexis Headnotes HN7

90 Cal. App. 4th 42%.446
109 Cal. Rptr. 2d 176.192

Cited in questionable precedent at:

East Bay Asian Local Dvelopment Corp. v. State of CalifarG&Cal. App. 4th 1033, 81 Cal. Rptr. 2d 908,
1999 Cal. App. LEXIS 93, 99 Cal. Daily Op. Service

1001, 99 D.A.R. 1235 (Cal. App. 3d Dist. 1999xisNexis Headnotes HN7HNS8

69 Cal. App. 4th 103p.1046
81 Cal. Rptr. 2d 90$.915

HAWAI'l SUPREME COURT

14.

15.

Cited by:
City & County of Honolulu v. Shermaa10 Haw. 39, 129 P.3d 542, 2006 Haw. LEXIS 104 (Haw.
2006)LexisNexis Headnotes HN6

110 Haw. 3%.53
129 P.3d 542.556

Cited by:
Korean Buddhist Dae Won Sa Temple v. Sulli@hHaw. 217, 953 P.2d 1315, 1998 Haw. LEXIS 124 (Haw.
1998)LexisNexis Headnotes HN8

87 Haw. 217p.247
953 P.2d 131%9.1345

ANNOTATED STATUTES ( 6 Citing Statutes )

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Md. Const. art. lll, @ 40

Md. Ann. Code art. 66B, @ 8.01

Md. Ann. Code art. 66B, @ 8.09

Md. Dec. of R. art. 19

Md. Dec. of R. art. 24

Md. Dec. of R. art. 36

LAW REVIEWS AND PERIODICALS ( 45 Citing References )



22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.
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FIRST AMENDMENT LAW: IN CONTEMPT OF CONTEMPT? RELIGIOUS MOTIVATION AS A REASON
TO MITIGATE CONTEMPT SANCTIONB299 Ann. Surv. Am. L. 295 (1999)

NOTE: "Their Preservation is Our Sacred Trust" n1—JUDICIALLY Mandated Free Exercise Exemptions to
Historic Preservation Ordinances under Employment Division v. S#8IB.C. L. Rev. 205 (2003)

45 B.C. L. Rev. 209%.205

ARTICLE: Historic Preservation Grants to Houses of Worship: A Case Study in the Survival of
Separationism + 43 B.C. L. Rev. 1139 (2002)

43 B.C. L. Rev. 113$.1139

NOTE: TO SAVE AND SAVE NOT: THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION IMPLICATIONS OF THE PROPERTY
RIGHTS MOVEMEN]T77 B.U.L. Rev. 111 (1997)

77B.U.L. Rev. 11]p.111

COMMENT: Conditional Federal Spending: A Back Door To Enhanced Free Exercise Protekdical. L.
Rev. 1281 (2000)

SYMPOSIUM: REMOVE NOT THE ANCIENT LANDMARK: LEGAL PROTECTION FOR HISTORIC
RELIGIOUS PROPERTIES IN AN AGE OF RELIGIOUS FREEDOM LEGISLATECardozo L. Rev.
721 (1999)

ARTICLE: THE SUPREME COURT AND RELIGIOUS LIBER4Y Catholic Law. 25 (2000)

ESSAY: ON THE PERMISSIBLE SCOPE OF LEGAL LIMITATIONS ON THE FREEDOM OF RELIGION
OR BELIEF IN: THE UNITED STATES9 Emory Intl L. Rev. 1187 (2005)

ARTICLE: AND CONGRESS SAID, "LET THERE BE RELIGIOUS LAND USE": A RLUIPA PRIFEER
Fla. Bar J. 18 (2004)

ARTICLE: Regulatory Takings Challenges to Historic Preservation Laws After Penn Geriabrdham
Envtl. Law J. 313 (2004)

NOTE: THE CONSTITUTIONAL VALIDITY OF THE RELIGIOUS LAND USE AND INSTITUTIONALIZED
PERSONS ACT OF 2000: WILL RLUIPA's STRICT SCRUTINY SURVIVE THE SUPREME COURT'S
STRICT

SCRUTINY? 70 Fordham L. Rev. 2361 (2002)

70 Fordham L. Rev. 236/.2361

ESSAY: Reflections on the Demise of the Religious Freedom Restorati8&6 &ao. L.J. 101 (1997)

86 Geo. L.J. 10p.117



34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45,
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ARTICLE: THE RELIGIOUS LAND USE AND INSTITUTIONALIZED PERSONS ACT OF 2000: A
CONSTITUTIONAL RESPONSE TO UNCONSTITUTIONAL ZONING PRACTECE80. Mason L. Rev.
929 (2001)

A SYMPOSIUM: REGULATING SACRED SPACE: RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS AND LAND USE
CONTROLS: Towards a Defensible Free Exercise Doct®®Geo. Wash. L. Rev. 925 (2000)

68 Geo. Wash. L. Rev. 925925

GOVERNING TWO CITIES: CIVIL LAW AND RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS A SYMPOSIUM:
REGULATING SACRED SPACE: RELIGIOUS INSTITUTIONS AND LAND USE CONTROLS: How Firm a
Foundation? Protecting Religious Land Uses After Boe8&Geo. Wash. L. Rev. 861

(2000)

68 Geo. Wash. L. Rev. 861.861

118 Harv. L. Rev. 156118 Harv. L. Rev. 156

118 Harv. L. Rev. 15(.156

COMMENT: THEOLOGY SCHOLARSHIPS, THE PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE, AND RELIGIOUS
LIBERTY: AVOIDING THE EXTREMES BUT MISSING THE LIBERIMB Harv. L. Rev. 155 (2004)

ARTICLE: CITY OF BOERNE V. FLORES AND THE RELIGIOUS FREEDOM RESTORATION ACT: THE
DELICATE BALANCE BETWEEN RELIGIOUS FREEDOM AND HISTORIC PRESERVATEON Land
Use & Envtl. Law 107 (1997)

ARTICLE: Fundamental Rights in Conflict: The Price of a Maturing DemocrdéyN.D. L. Rev. 27 (2001)

77 N.D. L. Rev. 27%.27

PANEL ONE: PANEL ONE COMMENTARY7 N.Y.U. Ann. Surv. Am. L. 9 (2000)

NOTE: THE DEVIL IS IN THE DETAILS: NEUTRAL, GENERALLY APPLICABLE LAWS AND
EXCEPTIONS FROM SMITHS5 N.Y.U. L. Rev. 1045 (2000)

ARTICLE: Free Exercise and Individualized Exemptions: Herein of Smith, Sherbert, Hogwarts, and
Religious Liberty83 Neb. L. Rev. 1178 (2005)

83 Neb. L. Rev. 1178.1178

ARTICLE: Land Use Controls and RFRA: Analysis and Predicti@risdexus J. Op. 127 (1997)

ARTICLE: Residential Religious Nuisance, Rluipa and Sic Utere Tuo Ut Alienum Non Laedas: "Like a Pig in
the Parlor." n1 5 Rutgers J. Law & Relig. 6 (2004)
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47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.
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ARTICLE: Peremptory Challenges to Jurors Based Upon or Affecting ReligbB8eton Hall L. Rev. 435
(2004)

34 Seton Hall L. Rev. 43p.435

COMMENT: Why Free Exercise Jurisprudence in Relation to Zoning Restrictions Remains Unsettled After
Boerne v. Flores52 SMU L. Rev. 305 (1999)

52 SMU L. Rev. 309.305

CASE COMMENT: Constitutional Law—Congressional Attempt to Salvage Free Exercise Rights Loses to
Judicial Supremacy—City of Boerne v. Flores, 117 S. Ct. 2157 (1827%uffolk U. L. Rev. 331
(1998)

32 Suffolk U. L. Rev. 331p.331

ARTICLE: CONGRESSIONAL POWER AND RELIGIOUS LIBERTY AFTER CITY OF BOERNE v FLORES
1997 Sup. Ct. Rev. 79 (1997)

NOTE: Sharing the Burden: Exploring the Space Between Uniform and Specific Applicability in Current Free
Exercise Jurisprudence *77 Tex. L. Rev. 753 (1999)

ARTICLE: Realigning Catholic Health Care: Bridging Legal and Church Control in a Consolidating Market
72 Tul. L. Rev. 159 (1997)

ARTICLE: THE FAILURE OF RFRA0 U. Ark. Little Rock L.J. 575 (1998)

COMMENT: Contraceptive Coverage Laws: Eliminating Gender Discrimination or Infringing on Religious
Liberties?, 69 U. Chi. L. Rev. 1867 (2002)

69 U. Chi. L. Rev. 186.1867

ARTICLE: Religion, Sexual Orientation, and Self-Realization: First Amendment Principles and Anti-
Discrimination Laws 76 U. Det. Mercy L. Rev. 189 (1999)

COMMENT: RFRA II: The Failure of the Religious Land Use and Institutionalized Persons Act of 2000
Under Section 5 of the Fourteenth AmendmeB& U. Haw. L. Rev. 131
(2002)

25 U. Haw. L. Rev. 13p.131

ARTICLE: FEDERALISM, FREE EXERCISE, AND TITLE VII: RECONSIDERING REASONABLE
ACCOMMODATION®G6 U. Pa. J. Const. L. 525 (2004)
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61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.
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COMMENT: USING AN ERUV TO UNTANGLE THE BOUNDARIES OF THE SUPREME COURT'S
RELIGION-CLAUSE JURISPRUDENCEU. Pa. J. Const. L. 831 (2003)

ARTICLE: FREE EXERCISE IS DEAD, LONG LIVE FREE EXERCISE: SMITH, LUKUMI AND THE
GENERAL APPLICABILITY REQUIREMEN3 U. Pa. J. Const. L. 850 (2001)

ALLEN CHAIR SYMPOSIUM 1996: THE FUTURE OF ENVIRONMENTAL AND LAND-USE
REGULATION: ARTICLE: EUCLID AT THREESCORE YEARS AND TEN: IS THIS THE TWILIGHT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL AND LAND-USE REGULATIONBD U. Rich. L. Rev. 961 (1996)

ARTICLE: State RFRAs and Land Use RegulatBhU.C. Davis L. Rev. 755 (1999)

ARTICLE: PROFESSIONAL VERSUS MORAL DUTY: ACCEPTING APPOINTMENTS IN UNJUST CIVIL
CASES$32 Wake Forest L. Rev. 635 (1997)

ARTICLE: SECTION FIVE OF THE FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT AND THE RELIGIOUS LAND USE
AND INSTITUTIONALIZED PERSONS ACH Whittier L. Rev. 493 (2002)

GROUP NOTE: PRESERVATION LAW SURVEY 2001: STATE PRESERVATIQIS 1MWV L. Symp. J.
463 (2002)

SYMPOSIUM: REFLECTIONS ON CITY OF BOERNE V. FLORES: WHY THE CONGRESS WAS WRONG
AND THE COURT WAS RIGHT-REFLECTIONS ON CITY OF BOERNE v. FLOB®RS®m. & Mary L.
Rev. 793 (1998)

39 Wm. & Mary L. Rev. 793.793

SYMPOSIUM: REFLECTIONS ON CITY OF BOERNE V. FLORES: CONCEPTUAL GULFS IN CITY OF
BOERNE V. FLORES39 Wm. & Mary L. Rev. 743 (1998)

39 Wm. & Mary L. Rev. 743.743

ARTICLE: The Right To Destrpg14 Yale L.J. 781 (2005)

114 Yale L.J. 78p.781

TREATISE CITATIONS ( 6 Citing Sources )

67.

68.

69.

1-2 Environmental Law Practice Guide @ 2.05

1-11 Land Use Law @ 11.35

1-11 Land Use Law @ 11.37
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70. 1A-4 Nichols on Eminent Domain @ 4.8

71. 1A-4 Nichols on Eminent Domain @ 4.102

72. 6A-28 Nichols on Eminent Domain @ 28.02



